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DrAR SIR, „„ 
| | | 3 | 
3 UR opponents have, of late, without any pfovo- | 
cation, been muſtering up their old ſophiſms a- 
inſt the ancient epiſcopal government of the church, 
ch have long ago been abundantly anſwered, over 
Id over. This has made it neceſſary for us, again 
 vrite in defence of it; and I am glad, and thank 
u, that you have undertaken this office, and ſo well 
quitted yourſelf in the diſcharge of it. Their cavils || 
le a plauſible appearance; but when you appeal tc 
e ſtubborn facts of Scripture, and antiquity, they at 
ce vaniſh into duſt and ſmoke. $7 | 
Their chief appearance of ſtrength lies in the pro- 
ſcuous uſe of the words Biſhop and Preſbyter ; but 
ey might, with jaſt the ſame reaſon, argue and 
clude, that Pompey and Auguſtus were of the ſame 
ler and office, becauſe they were both called Inge- 
ores, when all the world knows, that within fifty 
as (as the caſe hath often been with other words} 
üfferent ſet of ideas was annexed to that word! 
| & 2 — a= 
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conſtituted, every where, by the apoſtles, as to hz 


| the clergy and church at Epheſus, with ordering 


| wrote to him, one ſome time after the other. Noth 
| can be plainer, than that he was the ordaining go 
nor of that church, for a conſiderable tract of ti 
And that ſach a "fixed" governor ſucceeded in t 
church, is alſo an evident fact, in that, about 30 ye 
; after, when the Revelation was wrote, there was 

| one fixed governor there, called the Angel of t 
{church, who exerciſed juriſdiction there, trying 7 
| 70p0 Ae fo be apeftles, and were not. 

il | Th 


4 


fram what it meant fifty years before: Which 


plainly the caſe of the word Biſhop, when the churÞ ſa 


came to be ſettled by the apoſtles, about the cloſe Þ hic 
their miniſtry ; as you haye ſhewn from the ' traditiſÞniv: 
of the church, atteſted by the ancients, Euſebius ai 
Theodoret. So that their ſpecious argument, drawn ſri 
the identity of Biſhop and Preſoyter,is a mere logomac 
or ſtrite about words, fixing their modern ideas to 
names. 0 
We maintain, that, beſides the deacons, there wa 
preſbytery in every city, and its adjacent country, 


a fixed chief officer, at the head of it; (to whom 
name biſhop, before promiſcuoully uſed, became ſo 
appropriated) and ſo eſtabliſhed, that no public act 
ordination, or government, could be lawfully done 
the preſbyters without 7heir biſhop. 

But however they were called, it is an evident f 
as you plainly ſhew, that there were a number of p 
byters in the one church of Epheſus, mentioned in £ 
XX. without governing powers. And it is a no 
evident fact, that Timothy was fixed by St. Paul, o 


governing Powers ; as is plain from the two epiſtles 


* 


| 


Theſe, I ſay, are evident inconteſtible ſcripture facts; 
ro ay nothing now of Jeruſalem, Philippi, and Crete, | | 
ich are alſo truly ſuch. Now to theſe ſucceed the | 
a niverſal facts of the primitiye church, exactly correſ- 
ndent to them, and put it out of all reaſonable (1 
* almoſt ſaid, poſſible) doubt, that theſe ſcripture | 
its are rightly fed and underſtood; Ignatius lived | 
St. John's time, and he fully atteſts to this form of i 
 Wirernment ; as any one may ſee in his epiſtles, tranſ- | 
ted by Archbiſhop Wake. Againſt the genuineneſs 
f theſe epiſtles, there is nothing alledged, but mere | 
Wnjcture and ſurmiſe; for biſhop Pearſon has vindi- iſ 
ted them, to the entire ſatisfaction of the whole | 
amed world, and was never anſwered. Within 100 | 
urs of Ignatius, lived *Fertullian; to ſay nothing | 
| Tuſtin Martyr, and Jreneus, Sc. and within fifty | 
us more lived St. Cyprian, whoſe works are full of | 
e very ſame form of government with ours: And 
ey muſt have as well known the form in which the 
oitles, under divine inſpiration, effabliſhed and lefe | 
c church, as we now know how ours was in queen || 
lzabeth's time. 
This was always my way of arguing ; and juſt in 
ſame way do our diſſenting neighbours, with us, | 
F rightly argue the cauſe of Infant Baptiſm, and 
t firſt day Sabbath; only they have not near ſo ma- j 
clear, inconteſtible facts, either of ſcripture or an- 9 
„ for them, as we have for epiſcopacy; ſo that 
7 muſt either give up them, or embrace that, or be 
condemned, as inconſiſtent with themſelves. 
What the ſenſe of our reformers was, (which ſome | 
dze againſt us) is not to be learned from the tran- 
t expreſſions of individuals, and before they had 
| maturely } 


1 
| | 
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maturely confidered things; but from the public : 
thentic form of ordination, (which is indeed an act 
parliament of the whole legiſlature;) the preface 
| which expreſſeth it in the juſteſt, and moſt accur 
manner, in theſe words; It is evident to all me 
s diligently reading the holy ſcriptures, and anci 
& authors, that from the apoſtles time, there h: 
|! * been theſe three orders of miniſters in the churt 
«© biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons ; and that they have e 
| © been held in reverend eſtimation.” 
i} Let us then faithfully adhere to the doctrine, 
vernment, and liturgy of the moſt excellent church 
England, which certainly are, and have been pro 
to be, the moſt ſcriptural, pure and primitive, of 
no in the world. 


| | | Jam, Sir, &c. 
i Tune 26, 1705. 
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'EVERAL nicifiers of the Ame in this country, | 
1 have, of late, upon their publiſhing ſermons to 
Widicate preſbterian ordination, aſſerted, That they 
re compelled to do ſo, by the clergy of the 
urch of England, who (they ſay) are continually 
jeavouring to perſuade people of the excellency of | 
icopacy, and to draw them from communion with | 
ediſſenters, by telling them, that their miniſters a are 
t lawfully ordained. 1 
let, notwithſtanding this aſſertion, I am fully per- 
ed, upon the ſtricteſt enquiry, it will be found, 
there cannot be one ſingle inſtance produced, for 
ity years paſt, in which our clergy have begun 

diſpute. ä 
Ve have not founded a lecture, to prove epiſcopa- 9 
; as they have done in Cambridge, to prove the va- 
ty of ordination, as practiſed in Neu- England. à ſter 
tor Chauncy publiſhed a ſermon. preached at this 
lure, others of their miniſters, being fired with it, 
Ne publiſhed their ſermons alſo. 

for ten years before this, the church of England 
diſſenters lived in a peaceful ſtate ; but ſince the 

e publiſhed ſo many things againſt that church, it, 
a little diſconcerted the deſign of: our clergy, who 


determine 


— — 3 OA 


8 
determine, as nuch 8s poſſi Ble, to live fraceably with | 
men. 
g When the 3 of England is attacked, ht le 
| clergy ſuppoſe they ought to defend it. And this 
the only reaſon which cauſes me, at this time, to pub 
lich this defence. I have no deſire, nor inclination, « 
J enter into a diſpute : the only thing I have in view i 

to guard the people of my own communion from et 
{ ror, and to guide them in the way of truth; 
| GOD has had a church in the world, ever ſince t 
| covenant of grace was made with Adam ; though 
different times, under different adminiſtrations. 1 
| this kingdom of GOD, there always has been an ot 
der of men, who were governors and rulers, and he 
ö the ſole right of adminiſtring in ſacred things. 

We need not enquire now, who theſe were in t! 

1 fate, or under the Levitical diſpenſation 
but it nearly concerns us to know, who are the lawfi 
miniſters in  Chr:/7's kingdom. This, I hope, fair! 
to decide, from ſcripture and reaſon. But before 
enter upon this, it may not be amiſs, to obſerve a fe 
things; and to give the true ſenſe of ſome places c 
ſeripture, which have been falſly interpreted, in orde 
to. raiſe objections againſt epiſcopacy. 

Firſt. Let it be obſerved, that the whole body 
fliſſenters affirm, That biſhop and preſbyter, in 777 
ſure, Agniſy the ſame office * : Yet they fay, no in/lan 
As to be found there of an ordination by any per ſon unde 
Ye name fo bishop +: And if a es is of the 5 
i -  ONIC 


| Thy Doctor Chauncy's Dud. Lec. Page 25. Mr. Welles's Divine Righ 
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age 31. 
1 + Sober remarks, page 115, and Dr. Chauncy's Dud. Lec. page 45, zn 
| ape 70. 
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office, then there is none by a preſbyter ; which, I be 
leve is true. For I am perſuaded, at that time, 1 


which the ſcriptures were wrote, none had power tc 
ordain miniſters in Chriſt's kingdom, but thoſe only 


UE ho are in ſcripture called Apoſtles : ** And that the 
» W* biſhops in the church of England, do not anſwer te 
* « thoſe, that are promiſcuouſly called either biſhops 


or preſbyters in the New Teſtament, but to officers 
* ſuperior to them *. The | 
Second thing to be obſerved is, that the diſſenters are 
dot agreed among themſelves, about the orders of the 
niniſtecs in the kingdom of Chriſt. Some hold, that 
e has appointed but one order, that of preſbyters ; theſe 
f conſequence never ordain thoſe whom they call 
lucons. Others hold, there are two orders, pre/byters 


2 ud deacons ; and ordain both. Others hold three or- 
* rs, as Mr. Calvin in his inſtitutions, Sect. I. Chap. 4» 


cle are his words, As we have ſhewn there is a 
' threefold miniſtry commended to us in the ſcrip- 
' tures ; ſo whatever miniſters the ancient church 
had, it diſtinguiſhed them into three orders, bie 
preſbyte rs, and deacons. 

We may ſee that the queſtion cinder debate cannot be 
cided by theſe men; for they are not agreed among 
kmſelves: Let us then take the ſcripture for our rule, 
hich is the only ſure guide. In this we find men- 
In made of apoſtles, preſbyters +, and deacons f. Why 
ey ſhould be ſo carefully diſtinguiſhed, whenever 
ey are mentioned in ſcripture, if there was not a 


5 e ſub- 


Doctor Hoadley's reaſonableneſs of nn dc. 3 & 38 
5, any Ho) = 6, 1 Tim. iii, 8, Wa 5 753 | 5 9. 
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rid 


Leet it be carefully remarked, that thoſe who were 
| commiſſioned to ſend others, were called apofles, in 
| the time when the New Teſtament was penned; 

but in the next, and after ages, out of honour to the 


| Apoſtles, the apoiolic office had the name of Biſhop e 
| appropriated to it . 1 | P. 


* 


Nee, no more altered the office, than the word CBriſ 4 
Han altered the profeſſion of the believers. Perhaps, 
this has not been ſo carefully attended to, by perſons on 
either fide of the diſpute, as. it ought to have been, f 
[While the apoſtles ' were, alive, none” but thoſe that 
were admitted into the apoſtolic office ordained mini- f V' 


Ihe word biſhop being uſed to expreſs the apoſtolic . 
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E lieren, * Thoſe very perſpns were called apofles, f da 
|< whom; by uſege of ſperth, the church now calls biſhopy,” 
1 Theodoret aſſerts the ſame as Euſebius. © 1 0G 
3 **_Anciently the ſame perſons wereftiled biſhops and preſbyters, the name 
of apoſtles being, then given to them who are how cailed biſhops ; but 
4 in proceſs of time, they gave the name of biſtidp : peculiarly to them 'whic 
{© anciently were called apoſtlen. Thod. .apon/1 Tim. iii. 1. 
"Thoſe men, that in the beginning of Chriſt's church were called the 
believers, the faithful, the diſtiples, aud the like, had'afterwards one com- Ba; 
mon name, that of Chrifians, appropriated to them. Acts, xi, 26. 
+ The principal champion for a parity among miniffers has. declared, /be? 
hell the ancients conflantly art, that James bur Lord's brother, wa ordaine 
l Hb of the cb uch at Jeruſalem by the apoRier. Hlondelli apologin pro fe 
Reatia Hieronymi. page 50. 8 | 
If what this gentleman has aſſerted be true, then the very man, who in 
ſeripture is ſtiled an apoſtle, is by the anciencs called a ib. A plain 
proof, that the apoſites did communicate the #poPolic' prwer to ſoms, who 
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In after ages were called hegt. 
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Vet be” now a-days i that 8 = 
performed, in. the time of the apoſtles, by preſpyter 
only. 
by any one inſtance in the New Teſtament. 

It is ſaid, that Barnabas and Saul were ordained by 
preſbyters.; z and the ſcripture brought to prove it, is 
Act xiii. Dr. Chauncy repeats part of the verſe; 7. Bere 


were, in the Church that was at Antioch, certain pro- | 1 


phets. and teachers *; but he omits to tell us, who they 


were. If he had done this, he muſt have made Bars [| | 


nabas and Saul two of the number. 
If thoſe prophets 0 
were Barnabas and Sau 


this was a real ordination, then Barnabas and Saul, 
who were preſbyters before this, are now ordained to 
a ſuperior office. For who ever heard that a preſs! | 


byter was ordained, unleſs it was to advance him te 7 | 


an higher ſtation in the church? If this was an ordipl 


was not, what will become of this ſcripture pattern? 


In truth, this was not an ordination ; but an action | 1 
of the hae nature with that GAL. ii. 9, When James, © 38 
Cephas, and John, who ſeemed to be pillars, perceived 1 


Let us enquire if this claim can be n . 


teachers were preſbyters, ſo, 1 
there is the ſame evidence 
for the one, as the other, from the ſame ſcripture. I 
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nation, the point we, contend for is granted; if it. 
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the grace that was given unto Paul, they gave to him ane 


unto the beathen. 
Whatever is meant by this deſignation, it was not 
ordination to empower St. Paul; for he has told us, 
Car. i l. 1, That be did not receive bis apoſtleſhip of men, 
neither | 
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Doctor Chauncy Dud. Lect. page go. 
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Barnabas rhe right bands of fellowſhip; that they ſhould % 11 i 


| Lieber by man, but fo Jeſus Chriſt and GOD the Fa- 


her. And he gave ſufficient evidence, by working of 
: iracles, to prove that he did thus receive it. 
Yet is it aftirmed, © That neither of them, (meaning 


* Saul and Barnabas) from any thing ſaid of the mat- | 
*© ter in the ſacred Books, appear to have been ſepa- Fi 


F< rated before now, to the work of the goſpel miniſ- 


try, in the common and ordinary way * ;” therefore 
it is infiſted upon, that this is a true, ſcripture ordi- 


nation. This reaſoning appears as weak. as the cauſe 
it is brought to ſupport: Where do we find, that 
{thoſe prophets, who are ſaid to ordain them, were or- 
Aained. in the common and ordinary way, themſelves ? 
ſhe filence of the ſcripture is no proof in either of 
ſtheſe caſes. 

It is beyond all diſpute, that St. Paul and Barnabas, 
jofficiated as public miniſters of Chriſt, long before 
{this pretended ordination. 
As ſoon as the church at Jeruſalem heard that the 
people at Antioch, had received the Goſpel, they ſent 
; to them : Some time after he arrived there, 
the went to Tarſus, and brought St. Paul with him to 
| LAntioch ; and a whole year, be and St. Paul efſembled 

| bemelues with the cburch, and taught much People. F 

About this time, the Chriſtians at Antioch made a 
collection for the ſuffering ſaints at Jeruſalem, and 
ſent it to the elders, by the hands of Barnabas and 


lutioch again. And this is the time, when it is pre- 
tended _ were publicly admitted into the Ne 
teria 


Doctor * Chauncy Dad, Lect. page 33: 
+ Ade xi. 


Saul, When they had fulfilled this, they returned to 


9 


terial office by ordination. Dr. Chauney, in quoting 


the place referred to in Acts, has, by his prudent o- 
miſhon of the prophets and teachers' names, led the 
unwary to think, that Barnabas and Saul were not 


numbered with them; but were laymen, now preſent- 


Jing themſelves to receive ordination from the hands of 
theſe prophets. 

The Doctor ſeems to be ſenfible this might be ta- 
ken notice of by ſome perſons. And accordingly ac- 
knowledges, That they (Barnabas and Saul) were, 
« before this, commiſſioned miniſters of Chriſt.” But 
he denies that this makes any real alteration in the caſe. 
„For it is (ſays he) to be remembered, the thing 
intended by ordination is not, that the ordainers 
« ſhould commiſſion perſons to do the work of the 
« miniſtry. This is done by Chriſt. It only belongs 
te to them to declare who theſe perſons are, and to ſe- 
© parate them to the work to which Chriſt has com- 
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miſſioned them. They don't make them miniſters; — 


« but, being authoriſed hereto, give them an authen- 


e tic character as ſuch, in the eye of the world. They 


don't confer upon them their authority in the __ — 
« pel-kingdom; but let them into the exerciſe of the 


* authority proper to their office “. 


The Doctor in this paſſage has communicated to 


the world his ſenſe of the matter, in plain Terms; 


which is this; That miniſters in theſe times, receive 


their commiſſion immediately from Chriſt. For, he 


«Ko 


Doctor Chauncy's Dud, Lec, page ze, 33. 


A 1 the ordainers only let them into the exerciſe [i g 
the authority proper to their office.“ We 
ſhould have been well pleaſed if the Doctor had told 
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the world, how the ordainers know, in theſe times, 
that Chriſt has commiſſioned thoſe men, as his miniſ 
ters, whom they let into the exerciſe of their office, 
If they are immediately commiſſioned by Chriſt, 
what evidence do they give for a proof of it? It is not 
intimated, in any thing the doctor has ſaid, that he has 
any evidence in this point. What teſtimony then is I.. 
given to the world, that the perſons he has ordained 
| are the miniſters of Chriſt ? He ſays, the ordainers do 
| not make them minifters. What evidence then, has 
| the world, that they arc miniſters? Are the people in 
| | | this caſe, to believe, without any evidence ? 
It is true, that all power in the church of Chriſt, 
is Originally derived from Him. When Chriſt was 
here upon carth, he reſerved the power of making 
| officers, in his kingdom, to himſelf alone: When he 
Was about to aſcend to heaven, he told a number of 
| his diſciples, that all power in heaven and in earth was 
| given to bim Þ, and as his father ſent him, even ſo he ſent 
| them . Is it not plain that Chriſt in this place aſ- 
ſerts his own power to ſend the apoſtles? And is it not 
as plain, that he gave this power to the apoſtles,to ſend 
| others of the ſame office, till the end of the world? 
In the preſent ſtate of the church, there is no way 
by which men can prove that they are the miniſters 
of Chriſt, but only by being authorized, by ſuch of- 
| ficers in Chriſt's kingdom, to whom he has given 
this power to conſecrate miniſters in his church, and 
to communicate or convey authority to thoſe they or- 
dain for the work of the miniſtry... The Doctor de- 
, nies 


+ Matthew xxvili, 18, 5 
T John xx, 21. | 


( * \) 


nies this, and ſays, the WORD do not commiſſion fer- 
ons to do the work of the miniſtry. 


1 
One of, his own brethren has confuted this afſes- Wl 
1 

| 

| 


f 


tion ; theſe are his words: There was ſomething 
F really: conveyed to Timothy, by the divine ceremony, 
« (meaning ordination) v2. Chriſt's, commiſſion and 
office power that it gives, or. inveſts with, called WW 
« the Gift, which the apoſtle charges him not to ne- 
. gle to improve. Surely, then they muſt be much 
out of the way, who ſay that impoſition of hands 
vas only to diſtinguiſh the perſon, when real gits 
and powers are conveyed by it. + £6; neceſſaty is | 
the impoſition of hands, in ordination, and for cen- 
Jerring the, ſacred office and power, that the whole of || . 
« ordination. is ſome times expreſſed by it. Lay hands | 
| ſuddenly on ma man 1 hope ne Doctor win tee 8 
is error, and retract it. 1 4 | 
He is no leſs miſtaken i in what han about. a qu 2 
f a city's receiving his commiſſion un from | 
e king T. 
The truths of the matter i is this; 1 Thekivg' «chartas 
f 1 eh eint W ower to. the freemen bat 
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| 
le 15 by e charter has „ a 3 1 
n or perſons 1 in the corporation, to give him his, com- 1 1 
ſon, (if it is proper to ſay he has any). by admi- it 
| - 1 
| 
| 


9 1 


ſtring to him the corporation oath in that caſe ap- 
ointed. Thus 


* Mr. Beckwith's Letter, page 28. | | 1 
boar Chauncy, page 10. C 0% 22.1 e Bl 
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a part of Chriſtian liberty, or the right of the Chriſt 
an laity. If this is given to all Chriſtians, by hi 


is not more than one in eight, that enjoys this liber, 


i. a 


(66 


Thus we may ſee, that the perſon whom the kin v 
hath empowered, grants all the commiſſion there isl / 


and he produces the king's charter to prove he had It 


right to do ſo. | | 
We are told by Doctor Chauncy * «© That it is} 


e thing to be lamented, that the chris of Chriſſi /- 
have ſo generally had wreſted from them, by on] 0! 


% way or another, this in valuable privilege of eleq; ar 

« ting their own miniſters” Then he tells us, 

© the great liberty the New-England churches enjq; th 

„ of chooſing their miniſters: After this, he uſes the na 

words, May they ever fland faſt in this liberty, wher| ö 

with he who is bead over all things has made them free. 
Where does he find in ſcripture This to be declare 


who is head over all things, it doubtleſs can be fou 
in the ſacred volume. If it can, why did he not pr 


duce it? 5 een 
I believe, if the matter be carefully examined, ſar 


will be found, that the right of the 'New-Englaf | 
churches to ele their miniſters, is founded, not up . 
ſeripture, but upon the a of the province, which d n 
clares who ſhall be the patrons, in each pariſh, 7 
chooſe the miniſter. + As far as I have been able “ 
underſtand this matter, the law of the province co 

ſtitutes the heads of the families, in the pariſh, . 
chooſe the miniſter for all the reſt. So that in t. e fer 


land of liberty, upon a reaſonable computation, the 
WI 


® Dud. LeR. page 9. 


15 3 1 
in with which, the DoQor ſays, Chri/t bas made chen 
is free. None have a right to ele@ the miniſter, but only 
d thoſe that maintain him, | 

In the ſame way, ſocieties, corporations, and parti- 
cular perſons become patrons, in the church of Engy 
land; becauſe they were the founders and benefaQtory 
of the churches, and made proviſion for the maintain 
ance and ſupport of the miniſters. b 

The patrons in the church of England have built 
the church, or endowed it; and therefore the right off 
naming, chooſing, and preſenting the miniſter, is al- 
lowed to belong to them, their heirs, aſſigns, or ſue- 
e. Neeſſors * 6 

All perſons, t that are in any degree acquainted with| 
the law in this point, know that what I have here aſ-W 
ſerted, 1s true. Therefore, I much wonder, that this 
good gentleman could think the church of England 
pri very culpable, in the matter of their patrons, as he 

ſeems to repreſent them. It appears to me, that they 
d, fand clear of all blame in that matter. 
gla It is pleaded, © That Timothy was ordained by preſ- | 
* byters; for he is exhorted in theſe words; negletF | | 
not the gift that is in thee, which was given thee by i 


j 


», prophecy, with the laying on of the hands of the preſoy- 
le ; tery | +* 
co 8 | | Now 1 
ſh, e All I have ſaid concerning patrons in the church of England, may 
1 been! in Jacob's Law Dictionary, under the Title, Patron, Advow- 
the and Nomination; and in the common-place law: 
bert And in the rights of the clergy, by William Nelſon, Eſq; P. 507, 
wi ud in the abridgment of the eccleſiaſtical laws of &ngland, by Dr. 


ndelpbin, p. 260, 
Doctor Chauncy's Dud. Lec. p. 35. 


0 


— — — 


No does this ſcripture ſay, he was ordained by 
preſbyters ? No, it ſays plainly, he was ordained 6 
prophecy ; (if this was an ordination) with the laying 
on of the hands of the preſbytery, of which, St. Paul 
muſt have been chief; for he lays expreſly, it was by 
the laying on of his hands. 
It ſeems the Doctor takes it for granted, that a preſ- 
bytery means a number of preſbyters only. Calling a 
. number of preſbyters, a preſbytery, does not prove, 
that St. Paul meant the ſame when he uſed the word. 
It cannot be found, that he uſed that word, when i 
Was apparent he meant preſbyters only. He ſpeaks 
of the elders, or preſbyters of Epheſus ; various times 
of the elders or preſbyters of Feruſalem. If the el 
ders of theſe places, (without an apoſtle) were a preſ 
bytery, why did he not call them fo? We know tha 
the apoſtles had power to ordain ; but it does not ap 
| pear, that it was ever given to mere preſbyfers. 
From hence we mult conclude, (if. this was an or þ 
dination) that St. Paul was at the head of theſe elder} a 
to make and conſtitute them a prefbytery, with powe is 
to ordain. The ordination of ſuch a preſbytery, non 
will diſpute. The preſbyters of a dioceſs, without a jj 
A poſtle, or biſhop at their head, are no more a pref t 
| bytery in the apoſtle's ſenſe, than the aſſembly- men 
Connecticut government, are a legiſlative body withoſ re 
the governor. This which ſeems to be the plain ſenſe ¶ bi 
the place, will give us to underſtand what 1s meai th 
| | when St. Paul ſays, 2 TIM. i, 6, I put thee in remen de 
 brance, that thou tir up the gift of God, which is in : 
Is the putting on of my hands, 
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But it is ſaid, chis means the miraculous gift of th 
by Holy Ghoſt, not ordination, How any one can pro 
by this, I cannot imagine; for the word gift, in Y 
ng place, and that referred to for his ordination, is t 
aul very ſame in the original. 
| by There can be no doubt, that St. Paul ordained Timl 

thy. If the preſbyters laid on hands with St. Paul, yet thi 
el-Y does not pr ove, that they had power to ordain withou 
gal him; which is the very point that ought to be prove 
ve, The power that may be aſcribed to the preſbyters * | 
ord. they join with their apoſtle or biſhop, is one thing; 
n iti the power they have when they act in eppes 1 
eak him, is another. The members of the lower houſe « 
meg the aſſembly in Connecticut government, have no powe 
eat all, but only in conjunction with the governor. 
rel Another objection is, that in ſcripture, biſhops af 
tha frequently called preſbyters; therefore biſhop and prel 
byter, ſay they, mean one and the ſame office. 

In anſwer to this, I would aſk, whether apoſtle an 
preſbyter mean one and the fame office in ſcripture] 
anſwer this without a double meaning, and the Polt 
is ſettled. 

Again it is objected, that St. Raul, PHIL. i, 1, men 
tions biſhops and deacons, but makes no mention dl 
the preſbyters, or ſecond order. 1 

It may be well for thoſe that make this objection | | 
remember, what they afficn at other times, vs. th 
biſhop and preſbyter mean the ſame: If they do, il 
this place, then it is plain, there are preſbyters an 
deacons in this church. Yet St. Paul ſays, Chap. 1 
25, 1 ſuppoſe it neceſſary to ſend. to you Epaphroditul 
* ö brother and companion in labour, and "AO foley 


w”. - 


( 20 ) 
FN but your meſſenger ; in the original it 1s, your  afoftle. 
Though there were two orders of miniſters in this 
| Fhurch before, yet St. Paul thought it neceſſary to ſend 
in apoſtle to them. From hence it appears, that in the 
Thatch of Pbilipi, there were three orders of miniſ- 
ers. 
In the church at Jeruſalem allo, we e find that there 
were three orders; GAL. i, 19, St. Paul informs us, 
bat three years after his conver ſion he went up to Jeruſa- 
| lem to ſee Peter; but other of the apoſtles ſaw be none, 
| E James the Los s brother ; who was the apoſtle of 
he church at Jeruſalem, as is plain from his conduct, in 
the caſe St. Paul laid before 9 In AcTs 15, you 
hey ſee the unhappy diſpute in the church at Antioch, 
about circumciſion ; upon which, they ſend Paul and 
| Barnate to the apoſtles and elders at Jeruſalem, who 
| meet upon the occaſion : In the determination of this 
| Þufineſs, St. James's authority was decifive ; And the 
oint was ſettled according to his direction. This was 
eleven years at St. Paul's firſt- fight of St, James; 
1 Ed fourteen years after his converſion, GAL. ii, 1. 
Then nine years after this, being about the fifty-eighth 
1 after Chriſt's nativity, he makes his laſt } journey to Je- 
ruſalem, where he ſtill finds St. James, Acrs, xxi, 18, 
and the day following, Paul went in with us unto James; 
and all the elders, or preſbyters, were preſent *. Here is 
clear evidence from ſcripture, that St. James reſided, 
for twenty years together at . with and over 
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; 15 The life of Chrift TP the apoſtles, p. 806. 8. his was St. Paul's 
. I journey to Jeruſalem. His firft was, 4 D. 38; his ſeaond in 
44; his third in 49 ; his fourth in 543 this laſt in 58, being 9 years 
: 1 the council at Jeruſalem. 


by 


| . | a the 


1 
the preſbyters and deacons. For the apoſtles ordained 
ſeven deacons at Feruſalem *. Stephen, one of them 


was the firſt martyr for the Chriſtian faith. Pbiliß 
: 


another of the ſame order, went to Samaria, and 

reached the Goſpel there. The other five remained 

at Jeruſalem, for ought that the ſcripture has informed 
e © us to the contrary. 1 OY 
s. 'Tis further objected, that the apoſtles were extra 
- © ordinary officers, and had no ſucceſſors, nor did they 
e, | communicate their apoſtolic office to any + 
of | To which I reply; if they were extraordinary of- 
in © ficers, in what did it :onfiſt? Was it in working mi- 
ou nales? The preſbyters and deacons did ſo too. Was it 
ch, Min travelling from place to place, to plant churches 2M 
nd Others did the ſame. Was it in being immediately 
ho ſent by Chriſt ? So were the ſeventy. If they were on- 
y extraordinary in theſe caſes; the objection is of no 
weight. For though it is very true, that men endued 
with miraculous gifts, are extraordinary with reſpect 
tous; yet it is a great miſtake to ſay they are extra- 
ordinary with reſpect to others, who had theſe gifts in 
hthommon with them. It is plain they had power to or- 
Je-Iain, to caſt out offenders, and govern the church, 
chriſt gave them power to ſend others, and to looſe, 


Nad 70 bind. And we find they exerciſed theſe powers 
n places where they had ordained preſbyters to feed 
nd teach the flocks committed to their care. Who- 
er aſſerts that the apoſtolic office was temporary, may 
s well ſay, that the ſacraments are ſo too. Indeed the 

| Quakers 


Ads vi. | 
Wt Doftor Chauncy's Nud, Lec. p. 48. 
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i [Ryaters have as good reaſon to aboliſh the ſacraments 
las theſe men have to aboliſh epiſcopacy. 
But we are called upon to prove, that the apoſtles 
in communicating their power, made a difference 
“ committing a chief power to a. ſuperior order callec 
% Z:/hops, and an inferior power to others, under the 
* name of preſbyters . 
What we aſſert is, that the apoſtles did commit: 
chief power to a ſuperior order, then called apoſiles 
In AcTs xiv, 14, Barnabas is ſtiled an apoſtle; 
niir. ii, 25, Epapbroditus, as I obſerved before, i 

called an apoſtle in the original. And in 2 Cox. vii 

23. Titus, and the other, whoſe praiſe is in the goſpe 
are alſo called apoſtle. And I ſhall hereafter prove 
that Timothy was inveſted with the ſame apoſtolic powe 
or office F. 
Doctor Chauncy ſeems to allow, that the church unf 
verſally, has been governed in the form of epiſcopac 
(after the firſt two centuries) for ſeveral ſucceedi 
| ages. But, ſays he, before that, in the early days 
the church, it was governed by preſbyters 1 
to ſay, Chriſt conſtituted his church upon the Preſbyr 
rian model, but his followers ſoon departed from it, a 
ſet up epiſcopacy. 

„ What univerſal cauſe can be aſſigned, or fea 
« for this univerſal apoſtacy ? we cannot imagine, t 
<« the apoſtles, all, or any of them, made any dec 
% for this change when they were alive; or left ord 
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. Doctor Chauncy's Dud. Lec. p. 49. 
+ And if Mr. David Blondel's account TOM St, James os tri 


then he was ordained to the' apoſtolic office. 
1 Dud, Lec. 3g 62 to 65. 5 Z 


e tr 


« and conſcience, to conſpire againſt th preſbyters, re 


('23 ) 
« for it, in any will and teſtament when they were 
dying; this were to grant the queſtion. | 
« What device then ſhall we ſtudy? Or to wha 
« fountain, ſhall we reduce this ſtrange, pretended 
« alteration ? Can it enter into our hearts to think, that 
„all the preſbyters, and other Chriſtians, ſhould be ſe 
„ignorant of the will of Chriſt, as not to know 
« whether preſbyterian or epiſcopal government, wat 
of his appointment? or can we think them fo ſtrange- 
« ly wicked all the world ever, as contrary to &cwledge 


« deprive them of the authority that Chriſt - gave 
® them? And if they had been ſo wicked, yet how is 1 
« poſſible, that they ſhoald attempt and atchieve it al 

« at once, without any oppoſition or contradiction 
And that this new mode ſhould prevail univerſally 
„without any noiſe or notice taken of it *.“ 

How did theſe aſpiring men, as it is pretended they 
did, bring thoſe churches, which were three or 4006 
miles diſtant from them, all, (without exception) il 
an inſtant, to lay aſide the conſtitution of Chriſt, and te 
embrace this new one? The eccleſiaſtical governmen 
in Connecticut is, at preſent, not eprſcopal ; but ſuch, i 
b ſaid,.as was that of the primitive church. Now ſup 
pole one man ſhould claim the ſole right of ordinz 
ion, and of the government of the church, in the a 
foreſaid colony; can we imagine there would be none 
either of the clergy or laity that would oppoſe him 
If this. could not be done, in ſo ſmall a colony, with 
dut oppoſition; how unreaſonable is it to ſuppoſe, tha 


* 


* Chillingwerth's demonſtration of epiſcopacy, 


( 24 ) 
the whole world of Chriſtians would all tamely ſub- 
mit, to that, which is looked upon by ſome, as ſuch 

horrid impoſition ? 

Another objection made againſt epiſcopacy, is, that 
we receive our authority from the church of Rome; 
and that church is ſo corrupt that ſhe can convey none, 

Thoſe men that make this objection do not conſider 
what they ſay.-------Where did their miniſters receive 


their ordination ? Is it not allowed and acknowledged, 


and even inſiſted on, by that very body that they were 
originally ordained by our biſbops? If all the power we 
have, came from Rome, and if that church was ſo cor- 
rupt, that ſhe could convey none; then what power 
did they receive from our biſhops ? 5 

The truth of the caſe is this, we did not derive our 
bower, or Chriſtianity from Rome. The Britiſh church 
flouriſhed many hundred years, under the government 
of her own biſhops, and a glorious prieſthood, before 
the papal power took place in England. There is abſo- 
lute certainty, that Chrijitanity was planted in this country 
(meaning Britain) in the-days of the pm, before the 
deflrution of Jeruſalem 5 , 

An 


* Doctor Thomas Newton on prophecy, Vol. II, p. 258, Londm 
edition, 1760. Cham. Preſent State, p. 35, the author of it ſays, 
In the year 314, there were much the ſame number of biſhops in 
England, that there are now, This was almoſt 300 years before 
/7in's time. Euſebius and Theodoret both affirm, that the Briton: 
were converted by the preaching of the apoſtles. Petſeus, Bede. Cap- 

grave, biſhop Godwin, biſhop Jewel, biſhop Taylor, biſhop Stilling- 
feet, and Collier, all believe and affirm, that Chriftianity was received 
ery early in England; but none mention the then Britiſb church, a3 
being upon the dreſbyterian model, but all, as an epiſcopal one. Chriſti 
potty was publicly profeſſed in Britain _ Years before Auſtin's 


1 6250 Wi 
And afterward, when the pope got ſome footing in Wl 
1 | England, the Britiſh clergy oppoſed him with all their Ul 
might; and prevented all that came from Rome, from Wl 

t getting into the vacant churches, as far as poſſibly they Jl 
could. And when the firſt opportunity preſented, to 
. throw off the papal yoke, they exerted themſelves ſo WW 
r || <ffeually, that they brought about their deſign, to 
e | the great joy of themfelves, and of the whole nation. 
. All that were ordained at Rome, refuſed to comply 
e | with the reformation; and returned to Rome, from 
e | whence they came. The number of 4:/hops that did 
- | fo, was fourteen v. The reſt of the Siſbps, who i 
r | were ordained, and derived their power by a regular "8 
ſucceſſion of ordinations from the ancient Britiſpb bi- Wl 

Ir | Pops, were the men who ordained the biſhops and Ii 
h | preſbyters in our church; and governed it, after they 
nt had purged it from all the errors brought in by the papal Il 
re | uſurpation 1. Then how injurious is it for any one to 
pretend, that we derive our authority from Rome? il 
ry | when it is plain, that we did not derive, or receive 
be Chriſtianity from thence. For fix hundred years after 
Chriſt, the Britiſpb church obſerved Eafter, at a diffe- 

ad rent time from the Romiſh church; which would ſcarce i 
e 4 have 


in time. Biſhop Jetoel's Def. p. 11, In St, Peter's, Cornhill, there is 
ore a table in which it is written, that king Luius founded that church 
en“ for an archbiſhop's ſee; and that it continued ſo for 400 years. 
- © Ning Luius was the firſt Chriftian king in the world,” Sir Halter 
ng- Raleigb's hiſtory, Vol. II, 245, Abridgement. is 
vel MM * Burnet's hiſtory of the reformation. | = 
28 t Cham. preſent State, page 36, Biſhops were then, (at the re- 
iſti- J“ formation) conſecrated by other biſhops, whoſe ſucceſſion was un- 
in's“ queſtionable, from the firſt planters of Chriftianity in Britain: with il 
* theſe biſhops the vacant ſees were filled. I 


0 w 7. 
have happened, if we had received Chriſtianity from 


Rome. 
Another objection is, they ſay we cannot prove an 
uninterrupted ſueceſſion of ordinations from the apoſtles, 


= to this time. 


the fame fort of evidence 


\ 


This can be proved by 
whereby we prove a things, of which we have 
not the leaſt doubt. Do we not believe that we all de- 
feended from Adam? What evidence is this founded 
upon? The anſwer will be this; the ſcripture informs 
us, there was one man, and one woman created, from 
whom all mankind deſcended ; and of eonſequence, 
we are derived from them. This we think is a juſt 
way of arguing, and a fufficient evidence to command 
our aſſent. Now let us try whether the ſame evidence 
is not to be found for the regular ſucceſſion of the E- 
Piſcopal power from the apoſtles. 
It is certain from ſcripture, that Chriſt ar 
a number of officers in his kingdom, and gave them 
authority to convey that power to others ; and declared 
that they ſhould do ſo, and that he would be with them 
fo the end of the world. If there ever was a time when 
the apoſtolic ſucceſſion was broke, it ſeems this pro- 
miſe has failed; for it was made to the apoſtles, as a- 
_ 29/ies, not as private Chriſtians ; ſo that it appears, 
W there muſt be a ſucceſſion of the ſame officers to the 
end of the world: Whether we call them apoſtles of 
biſhops, if they have the ſame office, it matters not. 
Now there cannot be one inſtance produced from all 
eccleſiaſtical hiſtory, of any one man's being owned 
and acknowledged, by the church univerſal, as a bi- 
ſhop, who was not ordained by another biſhop ; or by 


1 | an officer in the church of Chriſt, that was ſuperior to 
a preſbyter.; let the office be called what it will. Till | 
a | this be done, it is unreaſonable to diſbelieve the ſucceſ— WW 
s, fon of the goſpel-miniſtry in the three orders. To 
_ | argue that there are np true apoſtles, or biſhops, be- 
e | cauſe ſome men have ſet themſelves againſt them, is 
e [juſt as reaſonable as it would be to ſay that David was ll 
.. not the lawful King of Joe becauſe. his ſon Abſalom 1 
qd | rebelled. —__ i 
The ſum of the argument is this ; ; -Chriſt at firſt did 
m | appoint a certain number of men with power to ſend 
e, others; the church univerſal never could be induced 
it J to receive officers, unleſs they were ordained by ſuch 
1d || officers as Chriſt appointed to ordain; therefore there 
ce || has been a ſucceſſion of ſuch officers as Chriſt appoint- 
E. Jed at firſt : Which are apoſtles, or, as they have fince 
been called, biſhops. | 
ed | This evidence for the apoſtolic ſucceſſion, is is fully 
em ſufficient to ſatisfy a rational enquiry, whatever it may 
-ed be to filence the ſpitit of party. | 
em 1 have conſidered the moſt material things advanced 
en Ib Doctor Chauncy in ſupport of his ſcheme, and have 
ro- $ſhewn that he is greatly miſtaken in many things he 
- Ihas aſſerted. But as one of his moſt zealous diſciples. 
ars, bath undertaken in form, to explain and defend his o- 
the pinion, it may be proper to examine what this gentle- 
man has advanced upon the ſubject . 5 
The ſum of his argument is this; there is but one 
commiſſion, and of conſequence can be but one order 
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ned Wot Rey The commiſſion, he ſays, we have j 
bi- £ um 
r by 


* Mr. Neab W{llet's ue, the divine right of preſbyterian : of- 
nation, &c. | | 


(288 ) 


in St. Matthew xxviii, 18, 19, 20, in theſe words, | 
And Jeſus came and ſpake unto them, ſaying, all: power 


given unto me in heaven and in earth. Go ye therefore 


and teach all nations, baptizang them in the name of the Fa- 
ther, and of the Son, and of the Holy Get: Teaching them 
to obſerve all things whatſeever I have commanded you : And | 
to, I am with you always, even unto the end of = World. 
Mr. Welles ſays, page 17, © theſe laft words plainly | 
* ſhew that this promiſe was made, not to the perſons | 
<« of the apoſtles, but to their office as miniſters in | 
« Chriſt's church; and conſequently that this office is 


= <* to be perpetuated co-extenfive with the promiſe, and 


* ſo to continue to the end of the world.” 
' He aſſerts, page 16, this is the commiſſion, 2nd 
te the only one. we have any account of, which Chriſt I 
* gave to his apoſtles.” The _ conſequence is plainl; if 
this; that the commiſſion conſtituted them apoflcs, of 
elſe that they acted as apoſtles without any commiſſion", 
The latter I ſuppoſe Mr. Welles will not maintain; and 
if he holds the former, then the apoftolic office muſt 
be allowed to continue ta the end of time; for the 
| promiſe was made to the office, not to the perſons of the, 
| apoſtles. 
That one commiſſion includes more than one office, 
he himſelf has affirmed ; for, P. 54, he aſſerts, “that 
te the apoſtles were extraordinary officers ;” and page 
19, © that they were common and ordinary officers ; 
and both theſe offices muſt be contained in one com- 
miſſion, according to his own account of the matter : 
For he ſays, this is the only commiſſion given to the apoſiles. 
Then it will plainly follow, that this one commiſſion 
empowered them as apoſtles, and alſo as Cay of- 
cers 


þ 


licers, or preſbyters. 
„here there is but one commiſſion, there can be but 
one office included, will be entirely refuted by himſelf; 
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in Ithat can be alledged why the one office ſhould ceaſe, and 
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Tan hence his argument, that 


or he produces an inſtance, in which two. ole are 
included in one commiſſion, _ 

But to ſupport his ſcheme he ſays, P. 19 7 chat the ! 
ce apoſtolic office was to ceaſe, but the common one was 
« to continue.“ 

ke good this bold aſſertion? Has the ſcripture told f. 2 

$ fo? If it has, let it be produced. There is nothing 


the other not; or that the one ſhould be aboliſhed, and 
he ether continue; there really is nothing to ſupport >| |] 
ſuch an opinion, but the meer aſſertion of the affirmers, 
firengthened by cuſtom, education, and prejudice. The 
promiſe might with more propriety be confined to the 
apoſtolic office, than to the other. We allow that it e. 
3 to both, as both were to continue to the end ofF | 
ime. There is the very ſame reaſon to affirm, that thet 


zpoſtolic office ſhould continue as that the other ſhould.? | 
fers; but no ſcripture is braught to prove it: Neither” 


hey had at firſt extraordinary and miraculous gifts con. | 
erred on them, by which they were to convince thoſe 
bat believed not *, that. they were the miniſters. in“ 
hriſt's kingdoms, and that he had actually empower | 
d them as his officers, may be found in many places? | 
f ſcripture. The ſacred volume informs us, that o 
Wer officers beſides the apoſtles, were enabled to heal} | 


. Cle. xiv, 22. 
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But he has ſaid, the apoſtles were extraordinary of bi 


an I find any place where they were ſo called. That || 
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dhe fick, and caſt out Devils, in a miraculous way 
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= this view of the matter, Mr. Welles's argument, drawn 


traordinary gifts to work miracles, and another to af 


| 
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| = have conſecrated them to the ſacred office, in tha 
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a 1 
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St. Mark alſo and St. Luke were divinely inſpired to write 5 


che goſpels that go under their names, though they je 
were not apoſtles. Yet Mr. Welles, in page 55, de- 
cdlares St. Mark to be an apoſtle. It is certain he wal 


not one of the twelve; ſo that if he was an apoſtle] al 
' He muſt have been ordained to the -office as other fc 
were. It is one thing to ſay, that the apoſtles had ex: T} 


a- 


firm that they were extraordinary officers. The firſt 
may be found in the ſcripture, the latter cannot. Id ge: 


-”a 


from this groundleſs notion that the apoſtolic office died] « | 


i with the apoſtles, comes to nothing. As the aſſertion « | 


Wants proof, ſo does all he hath argued from it. « 
Again, Mr. Welles, page 13, undertakes to prove 
From ſcripture, that people have a right to chooſe thei 
t miniſters. The inſtance he brings, is the caſe of the 
d ſeven deaeons being choſen by the church. Now, if theſe 
© deacons were tminifters, it proves there was more than one 
order of miniſters at that time; if they were not miniſ 


: 
: 


* 


ters, then it does not prove the point for which h. 
Tprought it. 5 FL 
Though, in page 52, he fleers about eur preaching 
deacons, yet I believe it is really true, that Steph 
preached, at leaſt as good a ſermon as Mr. Welles's di 
vine right, Cc. though it was not ſo long. | 
Let the office of a deacon, which ſignifies a mini 
*er, be ever ſo much deſpiſed now, yet let all reme 
ber, that the apoſtles thought otherwiſe, or they woul 


a cligious manner they did. They were ordained with, „ 


grea 


* 


—— 


conſtitute the office of deacons? This is confeſſed by 


ce, in which the power of ordination is not ineluded 


deacons are miniſters in Chriſt's church?) | 


authority, he ſo often tells us, he is not aſhamed to 
"'Y boaſt of. If the biſhops are the new order, which the 


| 
Jed? For he pretends to derive his authority from thoſe, | 
| 
| 
MW bis ew order, thoſe called preſbyters in the church f 


TE 3r ) | 
great ſolemnity to do ſomething which the ed 0 
before theſe deacons were conſecrated to their office 
If the commiſſion of the apoſtles empowered them to [ili 
ordain but one order of officers, how came they ta 1 


all to be an office inferior to the apoſtolic ; ; and an of- 
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They were actually ordained: And Mr. Welles, page 9 
29, allows ordination to be the true ſcriptural rite of | 


miniſterial inveſtiture: Why then ſhould he deny that | ; 


1 


* 


In page 18, he expoſtulates thus, Who hath a | 
right to give the whole to one order of goſpel-mi- 
« niſters, and but half to the other; or rather fo cre- 
*« ate à new order of officers which the goſpel knows no- 
« thing of ?” 

If he means by his mew _ either biſhops, or 
preſbyters, he has (as far as I can ce) no right to that 
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goſpel knows nothing of ; how is he lawfully ordain- | 
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who were ordained by this order. If he means, by 
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England, then he is deſtitute of power; for that or- 
der, which the goſpel knows nothing of, moſt certainly 
has no authority to conſecrate officers in the Chriſtian | 

church. So that if we take him either the one way | 
or the ot ber, it cuts him off from an. ordination by 
Wihoſe whom the goſpel authorizes te execute that office. | 1 
He ſays, page 28, that the commiſſion of a go- 1 
vernor of a province, and of a juſtice ot the peace, 
are 
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« are different; if the offices are different, ſo muſt 

ö « the eominiffions be,” 

I more readily follow him in e becauſe it is an 
inſtance, in whch there is a commiſſion given by the 
king to the governor ; and though his commiſſion is 
but one, yet he can commiſſion a juſtice of the peace, 
and o/ber officers to act in the king's name; which au- 
thority they could not have from : any other perſon, be- 

fides their lawful governor. Juft ſo, we underſtand 
the one commiſſion given to the apoſtles; that it em- 
powered them to authiorize men of different orders, to 

act in Chriſt's name. And it is very manifeſt, that by 

the one commiſſion given to them, they did appoint of. 
ficers of different orders, For at Feruſalem we find, as [ 
| obſerved before, an apoſtle, and preſbyters, for twenty 
years together. 

Mir. Welles labours hard in many parts of his ſermon, 

to prove that preſbyters have a right to govern the 
church. We do not deny that they have a, cight, in 
ſubordination to their apoſtle or biſhop, to govern their 
' own flocks. It is one thing to ſay this, and anot ber to 
| affirm that they have a power to hear an accuſation 2. 
gainſt, and judge a fellow-preſbyter, if he 'tranſgreſ 
the rules of. the goſpel. If he will allow our biſhops 
the ſame power over the preſbyters, that the apoſtles 
| exerciſed over their preſbyters, we will contend for no 
more in their behalf as.Chriſt's miniſters. 'This will 
ſufficiently preſerve their ſuperiority, and keep the preſ- 
byters in the ſame ſtate, in which — were in the aff 
poſtles days. 

Mr. Welles would have been leſs Sadr and would 
not have needed to fay fo often, that the apoſtle 
power to ordain, and govern, was implied in the com- 
miſſion 
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mſſion, though not expreſſed, if he hid joined St. 
Jobn s account of the commiſſion with St. Matthew's. 
St. Jobn relates the words of the commiſſion that our 
Saviour gave the apoſtles, the night after he aroſe from 
the dead. St. Mattbew relates the commiſhon given 
in Galiles ſome time after. We are informed by St. 
- | Jobn, xx, 21, 22, 23, that Chriſt ſays to the apoſtles,. 
. | 4s my Father bath ſent me, even ſo ſend I you. Then 6 
a || breathed on them, and ſaith unto them, receive ye the HH 
\. | Ghoſt. Whoſe ſoe ver fins ye remit, they are remitted unta ||| 
o | them ; and whoſe ſaever fins ye retain, they are retained. | 
y | If we lay together the account theſe two apoſtles give 
f. Jof the matter, we ſhall plainly ſee, that in the apoſtles 1 
1 | commiſſion they were expreſſley empowered to ſend o-—- 
ty thers,----to. govern the church;---to preach,----and. to 
baptize. The affair being conſidered thus, we ſhalt | 
n, (| not need to ſay that the apoſtles power to ordain, an4dk 
he (govern, is zncluded, though not expreſſed: But we max 
in Nay, with truth, that it is plainly expreſſed in the very ; 
words. of their commiſſion. . 
Perhaps, no better reaſon can be given, why Mr. 
Welles will not allow that the apoſtles power was ex- 
preſſed in their commiſſion, than that it does not eom- 
port with his ſcheme. The whole ſtrength of all his 
argument lies in 715; they tbat are empowered ts preach, 
and baptize, Laue a right to ordain and govern, He 
kes a great deal of pains to prove, that the apoſtles 
dower to or dain and govern, was not expreſſed in the 
vords of their commiſſien. If he allowed their com- 
iſſion expreſſed it, ſo muſt the commiſſion of all o- 
bers. This would be fatal to his defign ; for all 
now, that the commiſſion their miniſters received 
|; " "nr from 
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64 
from our biſhops, was only to preach, - to govern their 
| own flocks under their biſhop,-------and to adminiſter | 1 
the ſacraments. If they did not receive a power which f 
was implied, though not expteſſed in the words of || £ 
their commiſſion, then they had not that power || b 
which he claims. If he could prove that the apoſtles | v 
received a power by virtue of their commifſſion, which J 
was not expreſſed in it; ſo might their miniſters; Je 
But if the whole authority that the apoſtles had, was || t: 
fully expreſſed in their commiſſion, then thoſe, whoſe t. 
commiſſion expreſſed but a part, could not be Weeked p 
with the whole power. 10 
11 ſuppoſe Mr. Welles will not fay, that ats, d 
without any words to point out the buſineſs they are I t! 
{ ordained for, will convey the power. And if we ff Þ 
find the words ef the commiſſion that their miniſter 
received from our biſhops, are not expreſſivt of ſuch | £0 
power; we mult conclude they did not receive ſucn ſu 
authority as is pretended. | rl 
Mr. Welles affirins, page 57, chat 8t. Paul com: || d: 


MW © mitted to the elders of . Epheſus, the entire guidance 


« and government of that church.“ Is this really fo, I 4: 
or is he miſtaken ? Where dots he find, that the go- 
| vernment of thoſe churches was committed to- theſe 
1. elders? He refers us to Acls xx, 28, but I can ſee 
nothing of it there. The elders are charged, 7o cal 
| beed to themſelves, and to all tbe flork, over the nohich 
the Holy Ghoſt bad made them overſeers, to feed the church 
of GOD.. Theſe words expreſſly declare what they 
were made overſcers to do, that was, 7o feed the 
church of God. There is not the leaſt intimation 
= that they were to . it. W > 
| 1 is 


(35 ) ae 


r HIIs error is no leſs in aſſerting, that Timothy * 
r „ in the charge given to thoſe elders. The 
h | cripture expreſſly declares, that the perſons to — 
}f | St. Paul gave this charge, were only the elders, that 14 
.+ he ordered to come to him from Epheſus. H 7 imothy i 
- | was preſent, (which is a fact that cannot be proved) lf 
h || yet he could not be included, becauſe he did not then 1 
s: | come from Epheſus. And St. Paul directed his ſpeech. 1 
as | to none, but thole he ſent for from Ephiſus. IT am; i 
ſe | really amazed, that Mr. Welles ſhould: aſſert in ſuch! i 
> | poſitive terms, that the entire guidance and government \i 
Jof the church at Epheſus, was committed to thoſe el- 
n || ders, when the place referred to, ſo expreſſly derlares, 
re | that the Holy Gboſi made them overſeers, not to gavern, 
ve but 70 feed the church bf G. i 
ef He has a great mind to have it, that the firſt: epiſtle 1 
ch || to Timothy. was written before this convention: But a 
ch || ſuppoſition that it was written before, or after this pe- 
riod, does not alter the ſtate of the caſe, in the leaft| 

m-. | degree. # 
ice! The point that he has to prove, (for he * not yet 3 
ſo, | done at) is, that ſome other perſon, or perſons, bad 0 
70- the government of this church as fully committed to 
ese him, or them, as it plainly appears, by che epiſtles 18 a 
ſee Timothy, to be committed to him. - 
2 In page 59, Mr. Welles forms ſuch an argument as 
ich this ; Since Timothy is directed in St. Pauls epiſtle to 
eb him, to preach at Epheſus, we, may as juſtly aſſert, that 1 
ney he only was to preach there, as that he. only — 1 


the right to or darn and govern there. This will be true 
ion when he can prove from ſcripture, that any othe 

man, beſides Timothy, had the charge of ordaining an 
$a 
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A, | evvernive at Epheſus. We can prove, that * men 


were empowered to preach there; but he cannot 
prove that any one, beſides Timothy, was appointed, 
either to ordain prefbyters there, or to receive an ac- 
cuſation againſt them, after they were ordained. This 
[| ſhall be fully conſidered in the part allotted for the 


corded in ſcripture. 
Bout before 1 proceed to that; 1 have a few things 
to ſay, upon the buſineſs of theſe elders, and Mr. 
| Neliess own conduct. 
x If he will prove from ſcripture, that the elders of 
| | Epheſus had any charge given them to ordain elders at 
| | Epbeſus,----and to receive an accuſation againſt the el- 
| | ders of that church, if they tranſgreſſed the rules of 
che goſpel,-------and that 4 ſhould charge the mi- 
5 | | jniſters to teach no other doctrine than what St. Paul 
| mp done: If, I ſay, he will prove from ſcripture, 
| |that thoſe elders had theſc three charges expreſſly given 
to them. ;, I mean, only as expreſſly as they appear in 
: the epiſtle to Timothy, to be given to Him; Then the 
author of this Defence will ſubſcribe himſelf a pro- 
WW fclyte to Mr. Wells's notions, in this particular. But 


Vet retain ſome doubts concerning his authority, tho 
= he ſhould boaſt of it ten times as much as he hath 
done. If he cannot prove, that the elders of Epheſus 
had the power which he pretends they had, will it 
de any thing frange, if people ſuppoſe he is miſtaken 
WW about the authority he claims ?' 

indeed, he claims a power, which many of his own 
communion will be 2 to allow him. If be 
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| dire proof of — from matters of fact re- 


8 if he cannot do this, he muſt not be uneaſy, if people 
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has the entire guidance and government of the meet- 
ing at Stanford, then his communicants can have no 
ſhare in it. But, if I am cightly informed, he can 
neither baptize a perſon, nor admit one to the com- 
munion, nor reject one after he is admitted, without the 
conſent of his communicants. Then how does it ap- 
pear that he has the entire guidance and government of | 
his on flock? His communicants claim a ſhare ia 
the government of it; but he aſſerts, that preſby= i 
ters, according to ſcripture, have the ſole right of go- 
verning their flocks. 

How his communicants will reliſh theſe high claims 
of his, I cannct ſay; but I am fully perſuaded, had 
he claimed ſuch a power, his communicants would | 
have oppoſed him to a man, if he had not done it un- 
der the ſpecious pretence of deſtroying the conſtitution 
of the CHURCH of ENGLAND. x 

However, when his people come to be cool, he 
muſt take a great deal of pains, and uſe much art, to 
bring them tamely to * to his claim of authority 
over them | 

Mr. Welles, in P. 47 FER theſe remarkable words; 
by biſhops, they (the church) mean, I hope; true ferip- 9 
ture biſhops ; not merely creatures of the ſlate, of buman 
inſtitution. I muſt be ſo free as to tell him, that he 
did not bope any ſuch thing; for he knew the contrary i 
to be frue.” And, in page 50, he has declared that 
he did know it, when he ſays, © the church hold, that 
the New-Teſtament has actually appointed three 
e diſtinct orders in the goſpel-miniſtry, that of the 
« apoſtles eee * their b ſbops, Sc. If this laſt 7 
account 


into the world, and be prepared to embrace the truth, 


| | Much hath been ſaid, and various have been their 


(38 ) 
| account is true, the former might have been left out, 
and his ſermon would have been as good as it is now. 
One would have thought that no man, who valued 
his character, would have declared the epiſtles of Jg- 
natius to be ſpurious, ſince they have been fo fully 
| vindicated by the learned biſhop PxAx son. Yet Dr. 
Cbauncy has ventured to do it; and Mr. Welles has fol- 
| lowed his example. However, if they will allow the 
| epiſtſes to Timotby and Titus, with the other ſcriptures, 
to be genuine; theſe will prove Epiſcopacy, as clearly 
as they do the Sacraments. 

I have been paving the way for the part chat is now 
to follow, by laying before the reader the true ſenſe 


of ſome places of ſcripture, which have Been inter- 


preted in ſuch a manner as to raiſe objections againſt 
epiſcopacy; and have anſwered the moſt material 
things alledged againſt it. By-which, I hope, men 
will be guarded from the errors that -are gone forth 


as it is in Jeſs. 4 

Amongſt all the queſtions of which the learned 
have treated, perhaps none are leſs underſtood by the 
{ generality of people, than this concerning epiſcopacy. 
The ſubject hath been handled by ſeveral great men, 

on each fide of the queſtion ; and it might poſtibly 
be deemed preſumption to differ from any of them, 
had they not differed ſo widely among themſelves. 


conjectures; yet but little hath been written, that can 


be of any ſervice to thoſe who want it moſt; becauſe] 


theſe things have generally been publiſhed in large 


volumes, which moſt people either never hear of, ot 
never 


ne vet ſee. 


S I | 
And befides, many of thoſe treatiſes refer 
to authors, which the reader knows nothing of. And 


fince all have the Bible in their hands, I ſhall under- 


take, in the following ſheets, to exhibit the proof of 
epiſcopacy from plain matters of fact recorded in the 
ſeripture. 

This I ſhall do, by making inquiry, whether st. 
Paul has hot. given to Timothy, a much more extenſive 
ebarge, or Comm! 
pheſus, than he gave to all the elders, or preſbyters of 


the ſame church? And to make this fact plain, I 


ſhall, 


thoſe- elders in common with Timothy. 


II. Shall point out ſeveral particulars of great im- 


portance, that St. Paul gave in charge to Timothy, 
which he did not * ama as mention to all thoſe el- 
ders. 


Paul gave to theſe elders in common with Timothy. 


In A#s xx, 17, it is ſaid, that St. Paul ſent from | 
Miletus to Epheſus, and called the elders of the church. : |. 


And, in 28 verſe of the ſame chapter, he gives them 


this charge: Take bred therefore unto yourſelves, and to 
all the flock, over the which the Holy Ghof beth made you. | 
wer ſeers, to feed the church of God, which be. bath pu- 


chaſed with his own blood. This is all, and the — 
charge given to ell the elders of Epheſus. 
charge St. Paul gave to Timothy, 


(firſt epiſtle to Timothy, 


lv, 16,) take beed unto thyſelf, and unto thy dofirine ; con- | 


tinue in them : For in doing this, thou 


halt both ſave 
thyſelf, and them that bear thee. 


given 


Mon, to be exerciſed by him, at E- 


I. Lay before you, the charge $t. Paul gave to 
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| given to Timothy and the elders, is exactly the 1 
and if Timothy had no farther charge, we might be 
| apt to imagine, he was not ſuperior in office to the 

preſbyters of that church. But Iam, ö 

II. To point out ſeveral particulars of very great 
importance, that St. Paul gave in charge to Timothy, 
which he did not;ſo much as mention to all the elders, 
or preſbyters, of the ſame church. 

He did not mention to thoſe preſbyters, what qua- 
lifications were requiſite for the perſons that were to 
be ordained: But he informs Timothy very particularly 
concerning the qualification of thoſe he was to ordain, 
both for preſbyters, and deacons *. It ſeems very 
{ ſtrange, that St. Paul ſhould fend for the elders of E- 
| Pheſus, to come to him, to receive his laſt charge; 
and, if they were empowered to erdain, that be ſhould 
9 L Jay nothing to them, concerning that matter, when he 
= 1 i never to ſee them again in this world. 
Again; he ordered Timothy to charge the miniſters at 
= Epheſ us, that they teach no other doctrine, than that re- 
| ceived of St. Paul . But he gave no ſuch charge to 
| the elders concerning each other. 
Again; he charges Timothy to lay bands ſuddenly « on 
no man, to ordain him 4. But he does not tell the 
| elders of that church, that they were to lay hands on 
N. man to ordain bim. A 


. — .. 


j 
3 
1 
1 


Jon againſt an-elder, or 18 but en tu or 
| : three 


» IE Timothy, Chapter 3- 
. + 1 Timothy, Chapter i, 3. 
7 Timothy, Chapter v, 22. 


* 


Again; he charges Timothy, not to receive an aecuſa· 


1e tees f. But he es mog zelder the elders of 
that ſame church, to receive any accuſation againſt || 
their brethren... 

When St. Paul had given the direction to Timothy, 
how he ſhould receive the accufation againft an elder, 
in the very next vetſe, Be gives him orders how to 4 
execute the Sentenee; them, (meaning the elders) that if 


fin rebuke before all, that ode alſo may frar. But he | | 


gave no direction that looks like this, to all the elders. ji 


fo; for nothing can be plainer, than that the ſole go- I 
vernment of thoſe elders, and this church, was com- 
mitted to Timothy. If the firſt epiſtle to Timothy was | 
written, as it is ſaid “, before St, Paul ſent for the 
elders to come to him 4 Miletus ;' then thofe elders- i 
coul$ not have the governitient of this church com- 

mittld to them; becauſe St. Paul had, befbte that 
time, given the entire government, both of. thoſe e— 
dert, and:of the church too, unte Timothy. - 1 
Phis fact will appear plain, from what' St, Pau: 
ſaid to the elders at Miletus: He told them, that mg x: 
of themſebues ' ſhould ariſe, ſPeoking T-ovyr things . 0 
draw' away: diſeiples after tbem ow if they — i 
to govern both themſelves an their people, then was 
the proper time for St. Paul to Een told them, that 
they wete to receive the accufation again thoſe offend- 

g/ elders: 3 and them that In, that they ſhowd* rebuke i 
n But on n is ſo far fa & ee n 

F 


{- Tap 10. , 
* Mr. Welles, page 4. | 
* Att **, 30. 


Indeed; it would have been inconſiſtent to have done 1 | 


| has the leaſt appearance of giving ſuch a charge. 


ras 


of this nature, that "we does not G any* thing that 


St. Paul gives to Timothy one ſolemn charge more, 
that is very remarkable. I give thee charge in the fight 
of God, who quickeneth all things, and hefore Jeſus Chriſt 
 avhbo before Pontius, Pilate, witneſſed - good = confeſſion, 
that thou keep this commandment, without ſpot, unrebu- 
Kable, until the, appearing, of our bord Jeſus Chbriſt . 
Timothy was not like to live till“ Chriſt came to 
Judgment: Therefore the charge here given by the 
apoſtle, was not merely to the perſon of Timothy, but 
to his office. This is of the like nature with; that 
promiſe to the apoſtles, tbat Corsft would ** n ew 
70 the end of the. world... — 

From hence we may ee, * N 1 bf 
Chriſt, who had power. io conſtitute other! officers in 
the chucch, had charges given to them, that were 
not meerly perſonal ;, but ſuch as hadl. relation to the 
office they ſuſtained. But the charge to the elders or 
Preſbyters, was always per ſonal 3 ſuch as was to con- 
tinue during, their tives But as they had not power 
to conſtitute.” others in, their room, ſo there is no 
charge given to them, 70 Keep what. Was. committed to 
| them, till the coming . Chrift : Or fo. Connie hat ney 
| Had received, to faithful me. 

Could the Diffenters find as much Grids cha given 
in ſolemn charge to all the elders. of Epheſus; as was 
| plainly given to 7 imothy only; it would be, in the 
opinion of all judicious men, a better proof of their 


authority to ordain, than all that ne been b hitherto 
advanced n that ſubject. 


f1 


® x Timothy vi, 13, 14. 


47 


© You may ſee evidently from what hath 'been fad, | 
| chat Timothy was charged with the government of the 
elders, and of the church at Epheſus. =. ; 
St. Paul gives him excellent rules to be obſerved, 
both in chooſing men to be ordained, and in govern- 
ing them after they were ordained. | 
There is no doubt, but there were elders in this 
| church, before Timothy had the care over it. If they 
had power to or darn and govern, what need was there 
bor ſending Timotby? Or why ſhould He only be di- 
ected in this weighty Affair? Would it not be more 
likely, that a number of elders ſhould e charged in 
this point, than that one man, who is pretended to be. 
only equal in office with them, ſhould have the ſole 
care of it? Thoſe elders had a charge given to 
f them, that was proper to their office; but they not 
having power to ordain or govern, the direction given 
to them, was only to take care of their own conduct, 
and to teach or feed the people, over whom they 
vere placed for that purpoſe. There is no mention 
made, that they were to receive an accuſation again 
er Ny one; but there is an abſolute rule given to Timothy, 
ow He is to receive an accuſation againſt Them, if 
bey offend: And he is ordered to . pronounce ſen- 
ence againſt them, that others may fear. I cannot 
ee what they had to fear from 58 if he had not 
hat Authority which I contend for. 
as It is very ſtrange, that when Timothy has ſo many 
he Fore, and thoſe more important charges, given to 
ir Jim, than all the elders of the ſame church had; that 
to Ny, who have the Bible 1 in their hands, ſhould ever 


— 


doubt of his ha ſuperior in office to thoſe: prel. 1 
ters, 
"a farther ; St. Paul was inſpired when he gave " 
the charge to the elders of Epheſus, and Nor dg he | his! 
| wrote the epiſtles to Timetby, in which he gives him | dec 
| ſuch an extenſive commiſſion ; ſo that he could not plec 
| be miſtaken concerning the authority of Temothy or | of 
the elders. And fince he, under inſpiration, gave a | * 
wer and authority to Timothy, which was never | fen 
given to the elders ; we ana conclude he was ſupe- | to f 


Tior in office to them. a ins have been wanting J to f 
to ſhift off this argument: ut it 1s very evidently a of 
juſt way of reaſoning. belc 


If St. Paul was inſpired when he gave his charge if n 
to Timothy and the elders; and if he actually gave Ti-Þ ſtitu 
mothy the ſame authority that our 6:/bops claim; and that 
the elders the ſame power only that the preſbyters in any 
| - our church exerciſe ; then epiſcopacy is of divine I beer 
Tight, and the whole diſpute-is at an end, Is not this tion 
really ſo? Is not this the very truth; if we are to be] A 
guided by the facts recorded in ſcripture, concerning thy x 
Timothy and the elders? Look into the ſeriptures: Eph, 
8 Judge for yourſelves. If what I have advanced is notſof tł 
fact, it may be eaſily expoſed : If it is an undeniablf the 
zruth, it is a truth of very great importance, if religion opc. 
be ſo. 

For how can people believe, without they bear; andi 
how can they hear, without a preacher ; and how can 
They preach that are not ſent ? For no man taketh thi | 
ae unto himſelf, but he that is called of God, as wa 
Aaron: So alſo Chrift, glorified not himſelf, to be ma- 
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n hib Prieſt But He that ſaid unto him, rbon art my 
Son, to-day have I begotten Thee, HB. v, 4, 5 
Chriſt appeared not as a public teacher of that re- 
ligion he came to | eſtabliſh, till a Voice from heaven 
declared, this is n beloved Son, in whom I am well 
pleaſed ; after this he is ſaid, to teach, and preach the 
goſpel of the kingdom, | 8 | 

| Thus he was ſent by his father; and as his father 


ſent Him, ſo He ſent the apoſtles. If He had power 9 


to ſend Them, He gave the ſame power to the apoſtles 
to ſend Others. And if the apoſtles, acting by virtue 
of the authority he gave them, conſtituted two orders 
below themſelves, that is, preſbyters and deacons ; and 
e if neither of theſe orders received the power to con- 
-I fitute others; (as it does not appear from feripture 
d that they pretended to have it, or that. they received 


pp Us #7 


in any direction of charge about it) then there muſt have 


zel been another order, in which this power of ordina- 
is tion was lodged. 1 1 1 

bell And it is very apparent from ſcripture, that Timo- 
ag thy was inveſted with this power, over the church of 


s: Epheſus ; while the elders of the fame church were 


ot of the ſecond order of the miniſtry. If people diſlike 
dae the name of a biſhop as a ſucceſſor in the apoſtolic 
onFoftice, and chooſe to call him prefident, I have no ob- 
jection; 


_ * Left any one ſhould fall into a miſtake, and ſuppoſe Aaron was 
Immediately called, and ſo was not conſecrated ; it may be well for 
them to read Exodus, chapters 28 and 29, in which they may ſee, 
that by God's command Aaron and his robes were to be conſecrated 
by Moſes, to give him the power of High- prieſt among the Few. 
He was not the High-prieft till this was done, any more than Chriſ- 
tens are mini/iers before they are erdained. h 
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dination; The apoſtles did conſtitute an officer, to 


is evident therefore, that they gave a power to ſome 


or any one elſe, will ſhew us. any one place in the 
| ſcripture, where any one preſbyter, or number of preſ- 
''F byters, had the ſame charges given to him, or them, 
that are expreſſly given to Timothy, concerning ordi- 
nation; then an appeal to the ſcripture may be of ſome 


TU 


jection; FRI he be a by lawful by, 
and commiſſioned to ordain and govern. 

What I have aſſerted and proved is, that the apoſtles 
did give a power to ſome miniſters, which they did 
not give to others. I do not contend for the name; 
the authority is all. 

It is very clear that there is no pry or r direction 
in ſcripture, given to meer preſbyters, concerning or- 


whom they gave direction concerning ordination ; it 


miniſters, which they did not give to others. 

Here we are ready to join iſſue with Dr.  Chauncy, 
when he uſes theſe words : © In this view of the 
% matter, the demand, we imagine, is highly rea- 


« ſonable, What ich the ſcripture ? + When he, 


ſervice to the diſſenting cauſe. Till this is done, we 
muſt think that the ſcripture 1s plainly on our ſide of 
the queſtion. | 

It will be of no avail to boaſt of this dect 5 the 
other's being remarkably bleſſed in their adminiſtra- 
tions; ; that they have grown, numerous, and the like; 
This is not a ſufficient. proof that they are right, or 
of the validity of their ordination. What 1s juſtly 
| demanded in this point is, that they prove from ſome 
| fact, recorded in tho ſcripwre, that meer 1 
+ Dud. Lect. page 1 . 


(FF Do, 
by virtue of their office, as ſuch, did ordain officers ||| 
in the church of Chriſt. I have proved, that there was 
an order of men, in the time of the apoſtles, that 
did, in fact, do this: And that they had orders to 
ordain,. where there was a number of preſbyters in 
the ſame church : Ard that thoſe preſbyters had no 
direction given to them about it. 

If a preſpyter has power to ordain, he waſt, in is 
fr place, have received it from a biſhop: To 
| whom he ſolemnly declared, at his ordination, that 

he would never pretend. unleſs conſecrated a bi- 
Hop, to ordain others. The biſhop uſed no expreſſion 
in ordaining him, that can poſſibly imply ſuch a 
power';-------the ordainer had no defign to convey it; 
„Ihe that was ordained had no expectation of receiving 
ſuch a power ;\* there is nothing in ſcripture, by 
which he can prove that he has it; from whence 
„then did he obtain it? All power in the church muſt 
be derived, either immediately from Chriſt, or from 
thoſe whom he has appointed to convey it. The firſt, 
| | ſuppoſe, few: at this time will preterid to claim; the 
or Watter, none have a a. ag to c till they prove the 
onveyance. ho £12 "SIA. 2 
By what I have now lid before you concerning 
ſinotbhy and the elders of Epheſus, it plainly appears, 
hat the ep:/copal. government of the church, is as an- 
cent as the church itſelf ; nothing is now claimed by 
ur biſhops, but the very ſame that St. Paul gave in 
large to Timothy : Nothing ar to 9 elders 


or 


* Mr. Beach, 


( 48 ) 
or preſbyters of our church, that he commanded ana | 
5 the elders to do, at Epbeſus. 5 | 
4 The ditect proof for epiſcopacy that I have laid 
before you, is taken from facts recorded in the ſacred 
Volume, concerning the ſtate of the church at Ebe- 
| Jus. The fame evidence might have been produced E 
in our favour, from the government of the church at 
Feruſalem, in Crete, and all other fully conſtituted W 
churches : But this would have interfered with my. 
deſigned brevity. 2d 

However, enough, I hope, has been faid, to ſatiſ· 
fy every. one, that is willing to be determined in this} * 
point, by the practiſe of the apoſtles. 1 
Should any one imagine, that I have perverted the 
ſcripture, let thar be the judge betwixt us. I have 
| made no forced conſtructions of any place, but have 

fairly argued from plain matters of fact there record. 
ed. I appeal to the ſcriptures for the truth of this aſ 
ſertion. Search them, and ſee if what I have ſaid it 
not fff ſaid in them? A fairer deciſion cannot be 
propoſed; and I hope it is ſo fair, that i it will haue 
full effe& upon the reader. 15 

« May the dying petition of the great Lind anc 
«.. Redeemer: of the church, ſo often and ſo affectio 
« nately repeated & to the Father, for the peace an 
« unity of us all, procure that miracle of mercy fo 
< us; that we all may be one, euen as The, Father « 
He ure one. a Amen. | 
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APPENDIX. 


5 Enquiring briefly, 1n the Firſt Place, 


immediately after the Apoſtles ? 


ll the Opinion, that Epiſcopal, or Preſbyterian Govern- 

ment of the Church, was of divine Right? And, 

2dly, Whether the foreign Proteſtants (as is pretended) 7 

wel allo the Ordinat ions, as prafiiſed by the e in 
En gland, and this Country, to be valid? 


hibit a few extracts ſrom the ancient fathers. 
In the reign of Domitian, the 12th Roman em- 
I peror, and in anno Domini 95, or 96, St. John, in 
* his baniſhment in the iſle of Patmos, wrote his Re- 
« velations : And on the 22d, or 24th of Tanuary, 
anno Domini 97, Timothy, the angel or biſhop of 
the church at Epheſus, ſuffered martyrdom in the 
Pn in a popular tumult. en 8 chronological 
Mable, 
gy" who flouriſhed, anno Domini 2 15, tells us, 
vſeb. H. E. I16. 3, chap. 23, © that St. Jobn being by 


' ed and took the. care of the church of Epheſas ; 
' and * the invitation of che e 
Dl . ah *< churches, 


d Phat Form of Church-Gt overnment univerſe ll 1 


azdly, Whether the Reformers in the Time of Henry. the -| 
| 8th, of Edward the 6th, and of Elizabeth, were of 


— * SES. 33 - - 4 — © 
r 2 e : 


Pn 5 1 A 


0 E ²Ä Is Sau ae YA} RD 4 
— EOS P 
4 — . 


O reſolve the firſt of theſe queſtions, I We ex- 1 


' Domitian's death releaſed from baniſhment, return- #* 


I * churches, who had enjoyed only the miniſtry of 
ll © preſbyters and deacons, he went to them, and con- 


Ih : | Wee E + Mi * f 2 6c 
in Exſebius his H. E. 16. 4, chap. 14) is ſtill more par- 2 
= ticular, who flouriſhed anno Domini, 167, and lived not 


2 
1 


over the chufches. For otherwiſe, how could the) 


_ reaſon, appeals to the biſhops of Rome, for the proo 


7 \ 3 , * | # 
( "RD ) 7 


e ſecrated biſhops: He framed and modelled whole 6 ; 
* churches, and choſe ſuch into the orders of the] „ 
« clergy, whom the Holy Ghoſt ſignified. 1 


Tremaus , (lib. iti, chap. 3, the original preſerved 


long after St. Jobn; who had ſeen Polycarp : He in- 
forms us, That Polycerp was conſtituted by the a- 


« poftles in fo, biſhop of the church at Smyrna.” I, 
Tenæus s deſign was to prove the docfrine then _' 
taught by him, to be true, autbentic, and apoſtolic, in ad 
oppoſition to the Valentinian and Marionian hereſy A 

= by ſhewing it was delivered down to the church by , 
ere 8 %. 
= = ſucceſſion of biſhops, the firſt of whom received, , 


both his docttine and authority from the apoſtle, 

But his argument is equally good in favour of 
acceſſion of Z:/bops, as it is of doctrines; for the for 
mer is introduced to prove the latter. 


* 


3 


., 
2 
y 


This proves alſo, that biſhops were inveſted with 


ſuperior, power to preſbyters, and had the chief can 


| ' 7 CY * 0 1 5 5 Ad ' LASA 3 
be reſponſible for the docttines delivered. to them by 
RT. oo EET 
Trenæus, upon the ſame occaſion; and for the lik 


7 


* th 
18 10 % eln 12 8 de 

Frenæus was a preſbyter under Pothinas; after his martyrdom, “ 7 e 
was ordained biſhop of the ſame church, Lyons in France, Euſeb. Watjo! 
E. lil. 5, chap. 4. | „ „„ 


* 


of his dockrine. Eusebius, H. E. Ib. d, chap. 6, gi 


7 
/ F 


— 
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| vs Frenæur s own Words. er A the apoſiles bad 
founded and built the 5 meaning that at 
Rome) they committed the e piſcopa al miniſtry thereof 
eto Linus: Anecletus cuccesded him: The third who 
« after him was choſen into the epiſcopal office, was 
« Clement (of whom mention is made Phi. iv, 3) | 
i who had ſeen the apoſtles, and had been conver- 
«fant with them.” Then, having remarked upon | 
St. Clement's memorable. epiſtle to the Corinthians, he 
gives a catalogue of his ſucceſſors, vis. Euereſftus, 
Alexander, Sixtus, Teleſphorus, FHyginus, Pius, Anice» | 
tus, Sorter, Eleutberius, at that time biſhop. of Rome, 3 
and the 12th from the apoſtles.. | 
Again, Irenæus has theſe expreſſions, Adverſ. hes 
refes, lib. iii, chap. 3, © We can reckon thoſe b:/hops 
« who have been conſtituted by the apoſtles, and their 
I ſucceffors all the way to our time, The apoſtles 
, left them, their own ſucceſſors, and in the ſame 
place of government as themſelves. (Lib. iv, chap, 
© 63.) We have the fucceſſion of the biſhops, to 
hben the apoſtolic church in every place, was 
gcommitted. All theſe (Heretics) are much later 
than the biſhops, to whom the apoſtles did deliver 
the churches. | R 
Again, he ſays (7b. iv, chap. 6.) << The true 
1 knowledge Is Ties dodrine of the apoſtles, and the 
ancient ſtate of the church, according to the ſuc- 
ceſſion of the biſhops, to whom they committed 
the church that is in every place; and which has 
deſcended even to our tine. 
„ Jerom, whom the difſenters appear to have a vene- 


tion for, has theſe W (Ep. ad Evagr.) Q 
Jacit 
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« facit, excepta ordinatione, epiſcopus quod preſbyter-non || 
« faciat ? What can the biſhop do, except ordination, | r. 
that the preſbyter may not do?” tw 


At Antiocbh, there was a number of believers, whom | du 
the apoſtles Barnabas and Paul, took the government! 
of, for ſome time: Afterwards, St. Peter had the care 
and government of that church, till about the tenth year 
after Chriſt's aſcention: After he departed from 
de that church, Euodius was conſecrated biſhop of it | |: 
« by the apoſtles. Euſebius H, E. lib. iti, chap, 22. || ho. 
«Ignatius was appointed ſucceſſor to Euodius. And 
' that he was biſhop of that great city ſo. early, mani- the 
feſtly appears from the epiſtles he wrote,, when on 
his way to Rome, where he ſuffered martyrdom, in bis 
virtue of a ſentence paſſed by the emperor Trajanf 1 
This was in anno Domini 107; but ſeven years after hig 
St, Jobn's death. SR „ 
He, on his way to Rome, ſtopped at Smyrna, one off An 
the ſeven churches of Aa, ſaluted Polycarp, a pupil o 


1 
| St. Jobn, then biſhop of that church; from whom 1 
he received great conſolation, and was confirmed iu city 

faithful perſeverance to ſuffer for Chriſt's ſake. 1 


The reputation of his piety, and zeal for God anc 
religion, animated the biſhops, preſbyters, and dea be 
cons (for there were theſe three orders) of the 4} 
atic churches, to repair to Smyrna, to behold this | 1 
minent martyr, and partake of his prayers, and beneſſ of , 
ARES... N ; 

He, in teſtimony of his gratitude, and to confim 
and ſtrengthen Chriſtians in the faith, in thoſe peril 
lous times, wrote four epiſtles from that city, to fou 
 feveral churches : Wherein, 1 1 


3 —— 


„ 1 
He a diſtinguiſhes the clergy in their different + 
orders, b1ſhops, pr. eſbyters, and deacons ; enjoining the | | 


two latter, as well as private Chriſtians, to render all |} 


dutiful obedience to their biſhops. - 


noo I 4 Ss ww.TN 


ence to their biſhop and preſbyters, Cc. 


Th His ſecond epiſtle was written to the Magne/tans, ex- 8 


His ff epiſtle he wrote to the Epheſians, intima- 4 
ting the pleaſure he received in ſeeing Onefimus their | | 
biſhop ; exhorting them to Chriſtian union and obedi- | | 


horting them to be obedient to their biſhop Damss ;. i 
dio do nothing without him: And particularly mention 


their worthy preſbyters, Baſſus and Apollinus, and Zo- 


|| 
n tion their deacon, commending his obedience to his | { 


ny biſhop and the preſbyters. 
"ll Next he wrote to the Trallans, by Polybius their 
er biſhop, wiſhing them to attempt nothing without their 
biſhop. to be ſubject to their preſbyters, Gc. 

And again, he ſays, "What is the biſhop, but he 
« that hath power above all?“ 

The next he wrote was to the Romans, in whoſe 
city he was going to ſuffer. q - | 


y 
place he wrote to the Philippians, exhorting them to 
be ſubject to their preſbyters and deacons; conclu- 
ding with a ſalutation to Vitalius theit biſhop. 

I might quote ſeveral paſſages from many writers] 
of the two firſt ages of the church, to prove that the 


"AD: ner I" — 


firm 


ders, biſhops, preſbyters, and deacens : But is not this | 
E 


fact evident and undeniable, from the forecited paſ- 
fon fages, that i in the next age * the apoſtles, epiſco- 


1 i pacy 


1 


clergy in theſe times, were diſtinguiſhed into three or- 


From Smyrna he ſailed to YVoas; and from that 1 


| | 
mE 


f 
92 


I K 
| | pacy was univerſally received | in all the churches of 
|| Chriſt? | | 


Though this ſtrangely flip De Chainty's obſerva. | * 
tion, when he read tbe fathers ; yet I ſuppoſe their 
| teſtimony may be of ſame weight with thoſe, whoſe i 
| {  obervation this point has not flipt. A 
4s to Ignarus's epiſtles they might perhaps be | © 
WL | thought convincing, were they genuine. But they || * 
WH arc ſuſpected to be ſpurious, and full of Interpolations, | _ 
nas Meſſrs, Daille and L'arroque have pretended: And b 
Doctor Chauncy, in his ſermon preached at the Dud- J 
0 | telan Lecture, (ſo called) gives ſome hints, as if he 
1 | | believed what They have ſaid: And in an Appendix ps 
8 | to the ſame ſermon, he labours hard to bring the 1 


np | young gentlemen in Harvard College, to think ſo 
_— ' too. 
| There have been ſufficient anſwers to all theſe ca- lg 
vis. The tranſlation of theſe epiſtles by archbiſhop 
= Uſer may reaſonably be depended on; and the ori- 
ginal Greek, ſince publiſhed by Dr. Tſaac Voffius, from a fu 
manuſcript in the Florentine library, is undoubtedly Fa 
of the genuine writing of that holy martyr, 
W To confirm the truth of this, we have the teſtimo- 
#1 ny of the fitſt, and enſuing ages. 
| They are particularly mentioned by Polycarp, who 
was biſhop of Smyrna both before and after Jgnatrus's 
' martyrdom ; who is mentioned in the epiſtle to that 
church; and one of thoſe epiſtles is written to him. 
Polycarp ſpeaks of them in his epiſtle to the Ph: 
 lippians, as thoſe which he ſent together with his 
own; as appears by that part of the epiſtle which 
| Eajebin has — in its — 


— 
4 


Tirenau 


ho 


vhat is ſaid for and againſt them, that he would be | 


uss 


hat 


| im. 


* 


TW | 
 Trengeus alſo, in the next age, who was biſhop of 
Lyons in France, mentions Ignatius and his epiſtles, as | 


Euſebius teſtifies. This is an early teſtimony, about | 
the middle of the ſecond century. f 

Origen, in the third, century, gives his teftimony || 
in favour of them. And Eusebius, in the beginning | 
of the fourth, gives us a full account of them, and 
where they were written. 

Biſhop Pearſon, in his vindice epiſt. St. Ignatis, gives 
us allo the teftimony of Athanafius, Ferem, and many | 
more. In which he fully confutes Monf.. Datlle, ' 
Larroque, and others, in whatever they have advan- j 
ced againſt thoſe epiſtles. This will be apparent to 
any one that will be at the pains cerefully-and inpar- 
tially to examine what the celebrated biſhops. Beve- 
ridge and Pearſon have written in vindication of the l 
jms epiſtles. It is with good reaſon ſuppoſed, if 
any gentleman, (now 1 in doubt. whether thoſe epiſtles | 
ate genuine) can be perſuaded to examine impartially | 


fully convinced that they are authentic ; at leaſt, till | 
well time as Doctor Chauncy produces ſome evidence 


that they are not fo, amm to little leſs chon nor as L 
certainty. | 


All the fault that theſe epiſtles "ROY to uber un- 
der is, that they ſpeak too plain in favour of epiſco- 
pacy. So that our adverſaries have no other way to 
evade ſo clear a teſtimony, but by crying out, that 
they are counterfeit ; the fathers therefore were guil- | 
ty of lnavery and. religious cheat, or elſe their writings | 
have been corrupted, If there was any thing of the 
former of theſe among the TOE wiſh i it had died ; 


with | 


+ 4th; 


* A 
— S 


C7 


with them; fo that we might be free from all religi- 
ous cheats, in this age of the church. I believe if | h 
men were altogether clear from, knavery now, they < 
would not condemn the fathers as guilty of it, when- || * 
ever their writings plainly convict modern errors.“ 
But if any ſcraps, or parts of ſentences, can be cul- 
led out of their writings, that have the leaſt appear- ce 
ance to countenance their errors; then ſuch parts of I fo 
their writings are genuine; there is no religious cheat ¶ re 
in the caſe. If this is not partiality, it is hard to ſay I P. 
what is. If they do not cheat others, 1 will un- || po 
nee cheat themſelves. . cor 
I will leave the affair of Ignatius now; And proceed P 
to enquire what ſome others of the fathers have ſaid, ¶ hu 
concerning the ordets of the cory; who lived i in, or 
near his time. bil] 
Clement of Alexandria, in Er in a nner of che 
his, of Chriſtian duties, mentions ſome duties that be- I qua 
longed to 6br/hops,-- others that related to preſbyters, N and 
and 3 that reſpected deacons. He alſo mentioned 
the gradual promotion of deacons to preſbyters, and 
'of preſbyters to biſhops. 
Alſo Clemens Romanus, in his firſt epiſtle to the Co- 
rinthians, Parag. 40, has theſe words; * To the 
% Higb-Prieſt his proper offices were appointed ; ; the 
.« Prieſts had their proper order, and the Levites their 
e peculiar ſervices, or Deaconſhipe; _ the Laymen 
<< what was proper to Laymen.“ 
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This he applied to the orders in the Chriſtian l 
church, of biſhops, prieſis, and deacons. He lived in * 


the firſt century; in the year 65. „„ 
„ 1 %%%. 8 | Ferom, 


* 


( 57 * 5 


From, whom the 8 1 any quote . 
has done the ſame, in his epi. ad. Evagr, ** What 
« Aaron, and his Sons, and the Leuites were in the 
« temple, that ſame ſ ſays he] ate biſpops, Preſoyters, 
« and deacons. in the Chriſtian church“ 

The Britiſb church, has from jr/t to laſt been pi 
copal. And it is certain, it was begun in Britain be- 
fore the deſtruction of Jeruſalem : And we have great 
reaſon to believe that /the Claudia, mentioned by St. 
Paul. was the ſame perſon afterwards celebrated = the 
poet Martial: In as much as the apoſtle. in his ſe- 
cond epiſtle to Timothy, takes. notice of Claudia and 
d Padens: And Martial names this very. Pudens as. the 
, N of Claudia Rufina. To : . 

Tr In the year 314, there were more n ene 

biſhops in England, in our ſenſe of the word, For 
of che hiſtory of . the council of Arles in France, ac- 
e- Iquaints us, that three Britiſh biſhops were preſent, 
„ and ſubſcribed of, the names of Eborjus, Reſtitutus &, 


Cf... We coo Bo 


ed Hand Adelfius : A preſpyter allo, and deacon attended | 


nd them to this council 


In Pagiti's hiſtory of the Britihh au we are 
%- told, has St. Peter's, Cornhill, was founded by king 


Lucius. 5 

It is certain, there 1 to this day, in the 

aid church, a table, in which is wrote, © that king 
| „ eee AO 


ian Reſitutus was the twelfth Adi of 1 There were 
1 in nany Archbiſhops of London before Auſlin's time. | 
t Avridgment of Sir Walter Raleigh's hiſtory, page: 5. © At 
IF this time there were much the ſame number of biſhops in Britain, 
om, that there are now.“ Chamber, preſent ſtate of Great- Britain, 
gage 35» „ 
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Lucius founded that church to be an archbiſhop's 
« ſee, and that it had continued ſo 450 years, before 
« Auſtin's time.“ x 

And biſhop Jewel, in his defence, page 11, aftirms, 
that Chriſtianity was publicly proteſt in Britain, for 
% hundred years before Auſlins time.“ 

As to Nerth- Britain, commonly called Scotland, the 
people in thoſe parts received Chriſtianity very early, 
in the form of epiſcapacy, © Amphibalus, who con- 
80 verted St. Alban, went into Scotland, and propa- 
< pated the goſpel there. King Cratilintb built a 


C 


_ 


« 


As long as epiſcopacy continued in Scotland, 
„ (which was from the firſt receiving of Chriſtianity, 


till the retormation, ) all the pariſh prieſts received 


« orders from biſhops only, who were aſſiſted by 
ce preſbyters. Now, ſince the eſtabliſhment of  preſ- 


dc byterian church- government, that is not required, 


gs he inſtead of epiſcopal ordination, they receive 
% ordination, by ſolemn 2 and dennen of 
* hands, from the preſpytery.“ 

Mr. Welles, in his divine right, Tc. page 68, ſays, 
< that the church of Scotland. has been preſbyterian 
< from the beginning. 

It is really matter of difficulty to find out what he 
intended by this ambiguous expreſſion: But I wil 
allow the moſt favourable conſtruction that can 
be put upon it. I will ſuppoſe, that by the word 
beginning, he means the . of the re- 

orma⸗ 


(4e 


* Pagitt's + hiſtory of the Br church, page 9. 
” e of Sir Walter Raleigh's hiſtory, Vol. 2, page 301 
7 Chamber! ayne's r ſtate of Great - Britain, page 398. 


—— 


* 


9 


e formation *. If ſo, we are agreed For iw «rows 
| grant, that preſbyterianiſm firſt began in that period 
s, | of the church, and has continued in Scotland ever 
jr | fince. And we will allow one thing more, © that 
« at the reformation preſbytery way introduced into 
e Scotland b * open rebellion J 
. Again, Mr. Velles, in the page before quoted, ſays; 
a- | © that no lay-ordinations have ever been Prot Cie in 
the church of Scotland. 
al This may be true, and it may not: If Yohn Knox 
was never ordained by a perſon that had lawful au- 
4% thority to do it, I cannot ſee that the Scorch ordina- 
y, tions are any better than the Neu- England ordinations, 
ed for it is more than probable, if we trace his ordina- 
by tion back to the perſons who ordained Ries we ſhall [3 
find he had nothing but lay-ordination * . Beza and. |! 
, Papirius Maſſonius, two writers of the life of . 
vel affirm that he never was ordained, | 
offl The church of France was epiſcopal from the fitſt 3 
_ If planting of Chriſtianity there: This may appear from 
55 the ep iſtle written by the church of Lyons, in conjunce |! 
lan tion inn the church of Vienna, to the churches of 
Afia and Pbrygia; in which is given a particular ac- 15 
count of Poetbius, biſhop of Lyons, upwards of ninety 1 
years old, and with what glorious fortitude he endu- 
red his ſufferings ; and of Irenaus, who ſucceeded || 1 


him. Euſeb, H. E. lib. v, * I, 


— 


Spain [ 
il 


* From the Year I 562; to the Year 1689, the mh of Scotland | | 


Was in a moſt unſettled poſture ;- ſometimes under epiſcopal geuernment 
and ſometimes preſbyterian. E 


uy 


1 Chamberlayne's preſent ſtate, &c, 33. | 4 
*D hat is, he was ordained. by one that was not ordained himſelf. 


11 


301 


* 
Spain alſo was under epiſcopal government, from 
the firſt accounts we have of the church there. In 
the year 30 5, nineteen biſhops aſſembled in council, 

at Eliberis, or Elvira ; all biſhops of particular ſees 
in Sparn, except Gases biſhop of Co- fica, 

The teſtimonies I have produced are ſuch, and fo 
early, that I perſuade myſelf they muſt have lome 
weight with a cool and candid mind. 

= Door Charney declares his ſurprize, that Doctor 
Haaaly ſhould affirm, that the ancients conftantly aſ- 
| fert, that the government of the church has been 
epiſcopal from the time of the apoſtles “. 

And I am as much ſurprized that Doctor Chauncy 
Mould deny it, and yet not produce one Sentence 
from any one of the fathers to ſupport his denial, if 
there be avy thing in them ſufficient to do it. 

Inſtead of doing this, he has quoted the opinion 
of the moderns. Among others, he mentions the 
Irenicum ; and ſays, biſhop Szzllingfleet is of his opi- 
nion. But if he had done juſtice to the biſhop, he 
would have told the world, that che biſhop wrote the 

 Jremcum when he was rector of Sutton, at the age of 
26 or 27; and when: he had obtained à greater ac- 
, quaintance with the fathers that he, altered his opi- 
nion, and wrote a piece, entitled, unreaſonableneſs of 
WH feraration + in Which be confuted his former notions, 
and expreſſed his ſorrow for his youthful miſtakes. 
Ihe Doctor has deſired the epiſcoparians, as he 
WI favs, to favour them with one example on epiſcopal 
1 ordination, Wa the two = centuries 4 oy 


* Doctor 00 Dod. Des page 62. 
Doctor Chauncy, Dud. Lec. page 70- 


/ 
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7 will comply with his demand; and T hope he 
will allow the authority of my. author. I mig = pro- 
I duce many, but for brevity s ſake, ſhall CHIC but 
lone inſtance: And that is the ordination, of Titus by 
St. Paul. That Titus had an epiſcopal ordination, 
appears in the charge St. Paul gave to him, Titus i, 
5, For this cauſe left I thee in Crete, that theu ſhouldeſt 
ſet in order the things that are wanting, and erdain eu- 

r ders in every city as I had appointed thee. 
- | St. Paul charged him alſo to rebupe with ll be 
n rity: And again; A man that is an beretic, after the 

t and ſecond ue reject. 

Here St. Paul commits to Titus the whole power af 
© ſordaining elders in Crete, and of governing them, and 
if 4 the Chriſtians in that and. His authority i is clear- 
ly expreſſed, and the bounds, i in which he is to exer- 
n le it, diſtinctly marked out. Thus it appears, that 
this was an Eprſcopal Ordination in our ſenſe of the 
atter. Our biſhops claim nothing but the very ſame 


1c Power that St. Paul give to Titus over the inland of 
1C rete. 
of 


Seripture and antiquity both unite, in declaring that 
ome officers, (what they were called matters not) had 
he government of particular churches, and the mini/ers 
n thoſe churches, committed to them, 

Our opponents have affirmed, that the divine right 
Epiſcopacy is a novelty ; and that the generality of 
ur divines, were really Prefbyterians in principle, at 

he reformation *. Therefore I ſhall, as 1 promiſed, 


me of Henry the 8th, of Edward the 6th, and of 
: - Elizabeth, 


5 Dr. Chauncy and Mr. Wille, 240k * 


8225 | 


Secondly, Enquire, whether the reformers in the 
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Elizabeth, were of the opinion, that Epiſcopal, of ait 
Preſbyterian government of the church, was of di- for 
vine right. 15 
Biſhop Cranmer lived in Henty the eighth's reign, 
and in Edward the fixth's; and had a chief hand infÞ 
compiling all the offices now ufed by the church of pri 
England. 
He, upon that occaſion, was aſked the queſtion, fþ « 
* whether a biſhop can make a prieſt ?” He replied, iſ .“ 
„ We read not that any other, not being a biſhop, « 
*« hath, ſince the beginning of Chriſt's church, or- 
e daincd a prieft f.. c 
_ Likewiſe, in the confeſſion of the Engliſß church, 
written by biſbop Jewel, are theſe words; ©* we be. 
„ lieve that there be divers degrees of miniſters in 
the church, whereof ſome be deacons, ſore pri 
« ſome b:ſhops.” 
Thus I have produced the private opinion of two 
men, who had the principal hand in all theſe affairs at 
the time of the reformation. Let us next enquire what 
their ſentiments were, from their more public acts 
And for this purpoſe, let it be obſerved, that biſho 
Cranmer, in the reign of Henry the eighth, and Ed 
ward the ſixth, was the chief contriver, how the na 
tional church ſhould be regulated, ſo as to be agrecabic 
to ſcripture pattern. 
And for the promotion of this abs among othel 
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things, he compiled the book for the ordaining ant ici 
 conſecrating of biſhops, priefts, and deacons. 
If biſhop Cranmer, as is pretended, was a pre t 
terian in principle, how ſhall we account for his forſſſs« q 
min 
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. ® Sirype's life of Archbiſhop Cramer. 
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ming three diſtinct offices, for the ordaining of three 


bs | 


or aiſtinc orders of officers in the church? Did the re- 
- formers believe theſe offices to be of Chriſt's appoint- 
ment, Qr cheir own? 


This queſtion may be ſully en in the words 


in of the preface to the book for the ordaining of biſhops, | 


of pricfts, and deacons ; which are theſe; 


d, il cc 
199 Ke 
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* 
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« It is evident unto all men, diligently: reading 


holy ſeripture, and ancient authors, that from the 


apoſtles time, there have been theſe orders of mi- 


niſters in Chriſt's church; biſhops, prieſis, and dea- 


cons. Therefore, to the intent that theſe grders 
may be continued, and reverently uſed and eſteemed 
in the church of England; no man ſhall be ac- 
counted or taken to be a, lawful biſhop, prieſt, or 
deacon, in the church of England, or ſuffered to 
execute any of the ſaid functions, except he be 
called, tried, examined, and admitted thereunto, 


according to the form hereaſter following, or hath # 


had formerly ep:/copel ordination.” 
It muſt be evident to every man of common ſenſe, 


that the reformers who compoſed this preface, be- 
lieved the zbree offices of 6:/hop, prieſt, and deacon, to 
be of divine rigbt, or none of them to be ſo: For they 


naß as poſitively aſſert that all are as that one is. 


Biſhop Tewe!'s opinion concerning epiſcopacy, with 


thoſe that joined with him in drawing up the canons 
the of the church, (which was done in queen E/i2zabeth's 
a icign,) is very manifeſt from thoſe Very canons. 


efoy ec 


for F 


CANON III. Whoſoever ſhall hereafter afficm; 
that the church of England, by law eſtabliſhed un- 
dec the king s majeſty, is not a true and 7 * 

: 5. * church, 


9 


church, teaching and maintaining the doctrine of the 


« apoſtles; let him be excommunicated, ipſo facto. 
CANON VII. -Whoſoever ſhall hereafter affirm, 
that the government of the church of England, 
« under his majeſty, by biſhops, is antichriſtian, or 
“ repugnant to the word of GOD; let him, Ge. 
Canon VIII. Whoſoever ſhall hereafter affirm, 
<«- or teach, that the form and manner of making and 
N conſecrating biſhops, prieſts, and deacons, containeth} 
< any thing in it, that is "repugnant to the word o 
% God ; or that they who are made biſhops, prieſts, 
or deacons, in that form, are not lawfully made, 
% nor ought to be accounted, either by themſelves, 
or others, to be truly either biſhops, ' prieſts, or 
c deacons, until they have ſome other N to thoſe 
% divine offices ; let him, GW. 
Here you ſee the reformers call the three o eee of 
4 ak clergy, divine offices; yet Dr. Chauncy ſays, (Dud. 
Lc. page 81.) © that the generality of our divines, 
.at the reformation, and for ſome time after, were 
« far from infiſting on the divine right of epiſcopacy. 
CANON IX. © Wholoever (ſhall hereafter, ſeparate 
„ themſelves from the communion of ſaints, 2 
e it is approved by the apoſtles rules in the church of 
% England, and combine themſelves together in a new 
Wi *© brotherhood, accounting the Chriſtians, who are 
ſl! *© conformable to the goctrine and government of the 
church of England, to be profane, and unmeet for 
them to join with in Chriſtian nk - let him 
ende, Cr. 8 
CANON XI. 'Whoſoever ſhall hereafter affirm, or 
= maintain, that there are wichin this realm other 4 
. . | meetings, m 


* 


65 9 | 


born ſubjects, than ſuch as by the laws of the land, 
„ate held and allowed, which may rightly challenge 
„to themſelves the 1 name of true and lawful churches 
let him, Sc. * 


m, Now can any N jndge conclude, that the 


1 ompilers of theſe conſtitutions were of the ſame opi- 


ion about epiſcopacy, with Dr. Chauncy and his ad- 
erents? Or would he not rather declare, that the 


4; Jeformers have fully expreſſed. their E of the di- | 
ie ine right of epiſcopacy ? e 


et. Enough, I truſt, has been ſaid, to convince every 
05 npartial reader, that the body of our divines, at the 

ole formation, and I may ſay, ever fince, have conſtant- 
believed and maintained the divine right. of epiſco- 

c. The, g 

ad. III. Enquiry I am to make is, whether the foreign” 

roteſtants (as is pretended) allow the ordination as, 

Hacticed by the diſſenters in Engions, and this coun-. 

to be valid? 

To find out the opinion of thoſe foreign aki 
this affair, let us examine their public conſtitutions, 


After all the quotations from their confeſſions, it 


ves not appear that they once ſay,” that ordina- 
on as practiced by our diſſentert in oppoſition to epiſ- 


pacy, is either valid or right. The whole that is 


ation of the e and not to condemn TOM = 


+ In Bec 0 letter to chitin Whitzift, ire theſe words: * In 
my writings touching church governments. . ever naps the 


—— 
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meetings, aſſemblies, or congregations of the king's. . 


cir general practice, and their private Sentiments. _ 


med at in thoſe confeſſions, is to condemn the uſur- 


- 
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The next thing that may give light in this matter 
is the general practice of the foreign Proteſtants ; by 
which the greateſt part of them own epi/cepacy : And 
I am. perſuaded, that nope of them will admit a mar 
ordained by our diſſenters, to adminiſter the ſacra- 
ments. in their churches. | 


- 


At leaſt, till there is ſome more convincing evi. f 
dence produced, than any that hath. hitherto been off., 
fered. J muſt believe that the foreign proteſtants de“ 
as fully condemn the ſeparation, and ordinations o 
our diſſenters, and find as much fault with them, or 
both theſe accounts, as any epiſcopalian whatever. NN 
I appeal to the miniſters of the Dutch, the French 
and the German churches, who I am perſuaded ca 
convince every enquirer, that no man ordained by ou 
diſſenters, is maintained, or has a voice in the claſi © 
or ſynod, but only ſuch. perſons as have been ordained ft 
according to the method of thoſe churches, and con f, 
form to the doArine, liturgy, and diſcipline, ſertlei 4%, 
by the ſaid churches. i 5 1 
Why our opponepts have dragged. the foreign pro: 
teſtants into the diſpute, I know not; for I am full 
perſuaded none of thoſe will own our diſſenters fo 
zrue churches ; becauſe they have condemned their ſe 
paration again and again, ag antichriſtianmg. 
Calvin, in his n 
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5 treatiſe concerning the neceſlity « 


_ * * , 


reforming the church, wheo he is anſweripg the ob 


, 0 i % &- * 


jeRtions of the papiltz, Gays, “ If they would give 1 
40 Romiſb hierarchy, but never intended to touch, or impugn the et ny 
25 clefiaſtical polity of the churgh of England. nor to exact of yo 


* to frame yourſelves, of your church, to the pattern of ous dif 
„ plige. Life of his grace, printed by Snodbam 1612. | 


( 


— 
8 — — ISENENS 


| a \ 4 25 Gates i! n 1 P E £ $4 q £2 | 
„ fiich a hierarchy, wherein the biſhops chould be ſo 
© eminent, as not to fefuſe 0 be ſubject to Chriſt, 
« and to depend on him as their only head, &c. then 


ſubmit to epiſcopacy, without the pa 


na in #4 Vi l# i 3.3 . Wi 14 48% : Ls 
all the principal. reformers abroad, have as fully con- 
demned the diflenters for their ſeparation from the 


S) 


« I would think no Anath:mas too great for them, 
© who would not receive them, and ſubmit to them 
« with al! obedience; f e. to thoſe who would not 
20 ef of | * 715 pacy. . TROY, 
In another place in the ſame treatiſe he has theſe 
words; © if there be any ſo unreafonablé, as to refuſe 


« its worſhip and doctrine, under 2 pretence that it 
« had retained epiſcopacy, qualified as yours is, there 
« would be no cenſure, or rigour of diſcipline, that 
« ought,not to be exerciſed upon them.” Bega, and 


church of England, as Calvin has done, Can we ſup- 
poſe they would allow thoſe to be rue, apoftolical 
churches, whoſe very being is ow:ng to their violating 
ſome principal apoſtelical rules? and cin any one think, 
they have à better liking to their ordinations, than they 
have to their prague ,  . © nn 
Mr. Le Moyne, profeſſor of divinity at Leyden, in 
his letter to the biſhop of London, aer {peaking in 
ng- 


the higheſt manner in favour of the church of 


land, expreſſes himſelf thus, 1 this ought to oblige 
« all good men not to ſeparate from it, but to look 
© upon the church of Exgland, as a very orthodox |! 
© church. Thus all the proteſtants of France do; 
e thole of Geneva; thoſe of Switzerland and Germas- | 
ny do; and thoſe of Holland too,” Again he 15 
3 e „That 


1 


—— 
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£ 
* 
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cc That to divide *. hs church of En . 
* to divide from all the ancient churches, = Iron 
et all the proteſtant churches. _ : 

Now if what this gentleman ſays is true, to wha 
church do our diſſenters belong? he ſays, they ar, 


* 


divided from the ancient churches, and from the pro 
teſtant churches. If the ancient and proteſtant churche; 


were pure and apoſtolical, and our diſſenters have de. 
parted from both, how can they be ſaid to be now 
pure and epoſtolical churches ? © 

Thus it appears, that the opinion of the * 


ö || proteſtants bears, at leaſt, as hard upon our diſſenters, 


as any thing that has ever been ſaid by any of the e. 
piſcopal perſuafion. 
That mode of worſhip is cd by the prac: 


tice of all the foreign proteſtants, which our diſſen- 
ters call divine: And yet how can it be divine, when 


It is different from the practice of the primitive church, 
and all other proteſtant churches ? 

This is proved to be the ſtate of the one and the 
other, by the learned Ludovicus Capellus (miniſter, divi- 
nity reader,and profeſſor of Hebrew at Saumur) who ſays, 
« When the ſeparation was made from the church 
< of Rome, the ſacred liturgy was purged of all that 


* popiſh ſuperſtition and idolatry, and all ſuch things 
c as did contribute but little or ac to the edifica- 


<« tion of the church; and there were framed and pre- 


'« ſcribed, in ſeveral places, diverſe ſet forms of holy 

* liturgies, by the ſeveral authors of the reformation 
in Germany, France, England, Scotland, and the 
Wi © Netberlands, &c. differing as little as poſlible from 
ns * the ancient ſet forms of the primitive church: 

ä * 


| 1 13 A £ 
«© Which ſet * the reformed have hitherto uſed 


In « with happineſs and profit, each of them in their 
| © ſeveral nations and diſtricts: Till at laſt, of very 
na „ late, there did ariſe in England, A froward, ſerupu- 
e © lous, and over nice generation of men, unto Whom 
ra © it hath ſeemed good, for many reaſons, but thoſe 
hell © very light, and of no moment at all, not only te 
de. «© blame, but to caſhier, and aboliſh the liturgy uſed 
owl © hitherto in their church, together with the who 
| © hierarchical government of their biſhops f. 
en Thus it appears that the general practice of all hs 
ers foreign proteſtants, is in favour of epiſcopacy, and 
> || condemns our diſſenters in almoſt 9 article, in 
which they differ from us. 
tac: Let us next enquire, what was the private opinion 
ſen- of the foreign proteſtants concerning epiſcopacy ? 
henfl And fince the diſſenters furniſh themſelves with all 
ch, their pretence and ſhew of learning againſt the church, 
from the writings of Blondel, I will give bis Pe 
the opinion concerning epiſcopacy. 
Iivis The Weſtminſter aſſembly deſired Mr. David Blon- 
ys, del to write the treatiſe, which he entitled, Apologia 
ich pro ſententia Hieronimi ; but not liking part of i it, they 
that prevailed with him not to publiſh a r which 
inge was to this effect. 


fica- By all that we have ſaid to aſſert the rights of 
pre- © the preſbytery, we do not intend to invalidate the 
holy © ancient and apofolical conſtitution of epiſcopal pre- 
tion eminence : But we believe, that whereſoever it is 
the © eſtabliſhed, conformable to the ancient Canons, it 
rom! muſt be carefully preſerved ; and whereſoever, by 
:M** ſome heat of contention, or a it hath been 


| 5 - put 
Theſ. Salem de Liturg. Part 3. | 
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er put down or vio! ated, it ought to be reverently r res 


4 ſtored.” 
This ts aſferted to be fa in biſhop Kennet” s re- 


| giſter and chronicle ecclefiaſtical and civil. page 742 3 
ud in the appendix to Durell's conformity of the | 
church of England, * This may be ſcen alſo in 


docter Peter Du Moulin's letter to doctor Durell, pre- 
ſerved in the fourth Vol. of the Memoirs of litera- 
ture, where he affirms, that he not only received this 


 Elondel 1 1 ina letter to his brother. 
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517 let us leave 7577 and Chae what doctor Chauncy, 
and Mr. Welles have ſaid: They have told us, that 
che apoſtles of Chri/ left the church under a Fe eſby- 
terian government : Is this really ſo? Do they Ae. 
ſelves verily believe it? If this is actually the truth, 
then the preſpyterians themſelves muſt be the ff 
' eutbors of epiſcopacy. 
What the Dr. and Mr. Welles have afferted upon 
' this head, wants two material circumſtances to render 
it credible; the one is, it wants the air of truth ; and 


| the other, the evidence of the fact, 


There is nothing more improbable, or that has 
Teſs the air of truth, than that preſoyterians ſhould 
" Unanimouſly agree to GA preftyterian government, 


and ſet up epiſcepacy. 


If his was fact, as it is pretended, then thoſe firſt 


preſbyterians 
„ Printed in 4%0, 1662. Durel! was a foreign proteltant,” 


account from biſhop Uſer, but from Mr. David 


Oo 


aan 


* were a very different ſort of Clriflans 
from our diſſenters. They were friends to epiſcopacy ; | 


our diſſenters enemies to it: J bey, to a man, agree to 
introduce epi Copacy 3 : Our di iſenters, to 23 man, en- 
deavour to de/troy it. Thus it appears very improba- 
ble, that there ever was any ſuch alteration made, 
as is pretended : But yet, if there is evidence for the 
fact, we muſt not diſbelie ve it. 

Now let us enquire what the evidence is? Do wa 
find any record that the church was governed after 
the apoſtles, upon the prefbyterian model ? Do any 


hiſtories inform us, that any one ſingle church in the 1 


univerſe, has been preſbrterian from the fir/t planting 
of Cbriſtignity? No, there is nothing that has the 
leaſt appearance ef ſupport to ſuch a groundleſ 
notion. 

Now, courteous reader, be pleaſed carefully to 
weigh, in the juſt balance of ſcripture, reaſon, and 
antiquity, what is ſaid for, and againſt epiſcopaey ; 
and then let conſcience do its ſacred office. 

Every man that has the Bible in his band, is able 
to judge of the matters of fact, concerning this Point 
recorded in the New Teſtament, And is it no' 
ag y declared ogg that Chriſt conſtituted a num. 


4 7 K% 


officers were very faithful to ordgin ſuch other officers 
and conſtitute ſuch government in his church, A 
were perfectly agreeable to. the will of Chriſt? The 
apoſtles, under inſpiration, gave authority to Timothy 
Titus, and others, to ſuperintend perycular churches 
ang 
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nd the paſtors thereof: By this authority they were 
0 judge, correct, and cenſure all offenders, even 
1 after due conviction. Theſe are inconteſt- 


ble matters. of fact, that all may know if they pleaſe. 


- Let us examine theſe points with care and candor. 


f the religion of the nation, as by law eſtabliſfi d, 


3 agreeable to the will of our great Maſter ; Let all, as 
12 man, join with heart and hand in the ſupport of 


If it is not right ; Let us join as cordially to rec- 
ls the error. 


The ſacred ſcriptures are the only infallible teſt, by 
vhich this point can be decided. If they inform us, 


nat the apoſtolic office died with the apoſtles, then 
re are required to conform to the rule: But if they 


ive us no ſuch account of the matter; let no man be 


8 by bold aſſertions. 


Our opponents have no other way to evade the ar- 
e drawn from ſcripture, in favour of epiſco- 
acy, but only by aſſerting, That the apoſtolic office 
0 with the apoſiles. If this is a fact, it may be 
roved: If there be no evidence to ſupport it, there 
no reaſon to believe it. And no other evidence, but 


ae teſtimony of ſcripture, will be admited as ſufh- 
nt to determine this point. 


FFinally Let all Chriſtians ftrive for quietneſs, peace, 


and love, as much as poſſible; and carefully obſerve 


t. Paul's rule, 'mark them which cauſe ' divifions and 
fences, and avid them. 


Thus I have finiſhed what appears neceſſary to de- 
end epiſcopacy. And, upon a review of the ſubject, 
am amazed to ſee, hide ſtrangly ſome men have 
| cansformed the — of our Bleſſed Saviour; 


which 


——— 


ER 


which breathes nothing but peace and unity. 

I have faithfully and impartially ſtated the caſe, and 
ave examined the proofs for epiſcopacy that are drawn 
from ſcripture, and from the practice of both Ancients 
ind Moderns ; and the reſult of all is this; That the 
zpoſtles of Chriſt conſtituted the government of the 
hurch in the form of epiſcepacy; and that the fame 
wrernment has been retained in the univerſal church 
ver ſince. 
If I know my own heart, I have ſaid nahe in 
bis defence, with deſign to give pain to any perſon 
whatever; and have written the whole in that ſame 


ſpirit of meekneſs, and rectitude of intention, with 


ere I earneſtly deſire it may be peruſed and con- 
dere | 

Wherein- ſoever we are in the; wrong, may God 
ronvince us of our Error, and wherein- ſoever we are 
n the right, may he confirm us therein: And When- 
ver it is his will to take us out of this diſputing 
vorld, may we be received into the ſtate of the 
Blefled, for and through the. merits of, our moſt 
nerciful Saviour, Jeſus Chriſt our Lord. Amen. 
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Page 7, Line 3, for Prefbterian, read Preſbyterian, 
age 20, line 20, for at read after. Page 25, at the 
bottom of the page, for Luius read Lucius, Page 50, 
ine 14, for Marionian read Marcion. Page 58, line 
, for, for a read four. 
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